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. ^ •; ■ . PLAINTEXT ■ : " ! • 5/4/66 

TELETYPE , ... Urgent ■' : \:'\y- : 4 ; 

: . 1 Mr. Garyey : (NH Guidance) 

. • ./: 1 - FOF (NH Guidance) 

TO SAC NEf HAVEN (38-134) . . -i 1 ' Frankenfield 

FROM DIRECTOR fj£r %8-6I$7) „ ■ .. ^P^^^WP ' I 

; SENATOR THOMAS J, DODD, COI, 00: VfFO. / " T ' P' 

' 'V RE NH TEL TODAY. ' . ' V ^ ; • ■ . J^/C;-. •'■ 

' NH IMMEDIATELY EXAMINE SYMON'S RECORDS TO ESTABLISH 

his cost of carpeting and padding sold to dodd. also verify '1 ; ' 
from his records the invoice 1 p^ice at which sold and examine 
letter symqn_ Reportedly rkceiv^ frqjj dqpd. if necessary ; 

TO iiSTABLISH SYHON* S COST OF cXr^^JNG, LEADS SHOULD BE ^ET ,v " % 
OUT TO CONTACT FACTORY SUPPtYjtNG\ SAME;..; V "/' ' ' ' v; 

VERIFY TOTAL COST OF INSTALJUtION OF CARPl^ 
PADDING AND DETERMINE DATE AND IDENTITY OF PERSON MAKING ; ■ " 
PAYMENT. THI$ MUST Be"EXPEI5IT;^ 

MAIL COPY SENT ;#F0. " ' - .'"V^V' '. \^- : J'^- \ 
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WAF: a&yl&i s - department. of justice / »:-■ ■ : 
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: . . fviAY 4 1966 ^ 
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CO^uNiCAriOJVS \SEcflm 
MA ^4 1966 



FBI NEW HAVEN 



FBI WASH DC 

7:00 PM EDST URGENT 
TO NEW HAVEN 58-134 

FROM DIRECTOR 58-6157 



5-4-66 ALT 



IP 




SENATOR THOMAS J . DODD, COI , 00: WFO. 
RE NH TEL TODAY. 

NH I M MEDIATELY; EXA MI NE SYMON-S RECORDS TO ESTABLI SH 

HIS COST OF CARPETING AND PADDING SOLD TO DODD. ALSO VERIFY 

FROM HIS RECORDS THE INVOICE PRICE AT WHICH SOLD AND EXAMINE 
LETTER SYMON REPORTEDLY RECEI VED FROM DODD. IF NECESSARY 

TO ESTABLISH SYMON-S COST OF CARPETING, LEADS SHOULD BE SET 

OUT TO CONTACT FACTORY SUPPLYING SAME. 

VERIFY TOTAL COST OF INSTALLATION OF CARPETING AND 

PADDING AND DETERMINE DATE AND IDENTITY OF PERSON MAKING 
PAYMENT. THIS MUST BE EXPEDITED^ 

MAIL COPY SENT WFO. 



END 
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FBI NEW HAVEN 
TXS 
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81 NEW HAVEN/ 
101 AM URGENT 
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-ROM NEW HAVEN (58-154) 3 P. 
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DIRECTOR (58-6157) AND WASHINGTON FIELD (58-995) 




a 



i 



EAT OR THOMAS J. DODD, C OI , 00: WFO. 



RE? WFO AIRTEL TO DIRECTOR, MAY ONE LAST, "PHILLIP LEVINE. 



ON MAY THREE LAST, SYDN 




t..^... -~ r " — 



ONNECTICUT, INTERVIEWED AND FURNISHED FOLLOWING: 

SYMON IS SEVENTY SIX YEARS OF AGE AND HAS BEEN IN 
tJRNITURE AND CARPETING BUSINESS SINCE WORLD WAR ONE* HAS 
WN DODD PERSONALLY SINCE 0END OF NEUREMBURG TRIALS AFTER 
DODD RETURNED TO HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT, TO PRACTICE LAW. ; 
ADMITTED REQUESTING ASSISTANCE FROM DODD TO OBTAIN PRESIDENTIAL 
'ARDON FOR PHILLIP\LEVINE WHO IS AN INTIMATE FRIEND. LEVINE??^ \Pl<&j -j^; 
tESCUED HIM FINANCIALLY AFTER STOCK MARKET CRASH IN NINETEEN^ - ~— — 
:WENTY NINE. SYMON STATED D0DD...TO HIS KNOWLEDGE HAS NEVER 3 M/,y 5 1966 
!ET LEVINE. •' • ~ — - 



ON AUGUST THIRTY ONE, NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR, SYMON SOLD 

TWO COPIES WFO '-^\a. 

***** 



END PAGE ONE 



PAGE TWO 

DODD APPROXIMATELY ONE HUNDRED FORTY THREE YARDS OF CARPETING 
WI TH RUBB ER PADDING FOR HIS NORTH STONINGT ON , CONNECTICUT. 
R ESI DENCE, WHICH WAS I NS TAILED SEPTEMBER TEN, NINETEEN 
SIXTY FOUR. DODD PAID SYMON FOR CARPETING BY CHECK IN 
AMOUNT SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY EIGHT DOLLARS AND TWENTY SIX 
CENTS AND SYMON PRODUCED DUPLICATE DEPOSIT SLIP INDICATING 
THIS CHECK, WHICH SYMON SAID WAS SIGNED BY EIGHER MR. ^QB 
MRS. DODD, WAS DEPOSITED IN ACCOUNT OF WIFE, 



TRUSTEE, IN NORWICH BRANCH, HARTFORD NATIONAL B ANK AMD TRUST 
COMPANY ON A UGUST TWELVE , NINETEEN SIXTY FI VE. 

SYMON STATED ON OCCASION DODD REQUESTED BILL FOR 
CARPETING; I N FACT, WROTE A LETTER TO HIM DATED DECEMBER 
FIFTEEN, NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR REQUESTING BILL BE SUBMITTED 
TO HIM AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. SYMON SAID DELAY IN SENDING 
DODD BILL WAS ENTIRELY HIS OMISSION. 

CARPETING, KNOWN AS "KISSMET TUFTED, "INSTALLED BY 

CH ESTER FI ELD, CONNECTICUT, WHO CHARGED DODD 



ADDITIONAL ONE DOLLAR FIFTY CENTS PER YARD FOR INSTALLATION. 
CARP ETI NG SOLD TO DODD AT WHOLESALE PRI C E WHICH WOULD 
AMOUNT TO APPROXIMATELY THREE DOLLARS EIGHTY CENTS PER 
YARD, NOT INCLUDING RUBBER PADDING. REASON FOR WHOLESALE 
END PAGE TWO 



PAGE THREE 

PRICE TO DODD WAS DUE TO CLOSE. PERSONAL FRIENDSHIP. SYMON 
POINTED OUT THAT IN MANY INSTANCES HE HAS SOLD ON SAME TERMS 
TO CLERGY OF ALL FAITHS AND PERSONAL FRIENDS. 

SYMON ADVISED RECEIVED TELEPHONE CALL AT HIS RESIDENCE, 
APRIL NI NETEEN LAST, AT ELEVEN P . M. , FORM I NDI VI DUAL WHO 
REPRESENTED HIMSELF AS "ANDERSON". SYMON STATED HE WAS 
MIStUOTED IN THE ARTICLE APPEARING "WASHINGTON POST," APRIL 
TWENTY NINE LAST; ENTITLED, "HOW DODD REWARDED CONTRIBUTORS" 
SYMON SAID HE DID NOT SAY TO CALLER THAT "ITS Ni*E OF YOUR 
G— D^-- BUSINESS," BUT STATED, "I DON'T TALK TO S.O.B.'S 
AND YOU'RE ONE IN SPADES." 

BANK RECORDS WILL BE CHECKED TO VERIFY PAYMENT BY DODD 
TO SYMON. 
END WARCH 
FBI WASH DC* 
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Mr, Garvey (Guidanc^ 
New York Office) 
Mr, Frankenfield 



To: SACs, WO (58-995) 
Hew Haven 
Hew York (58-1482) 

From: Director, FS^5££6157) 

SENATOR THC«A^7. DOW 
CONFUCT GP INTEREST 
00: If*© 



Rerep of SA John F. Shanley dated 4/29/66 at 
New York, For the information and future guidance of 
offices receiving copies of this communication, fee proper 
character should be Conflict of Interest* 

An analysis of the investigation set forth in 
rerep suggests additional areas to he covered for a Com- 
plete exploration of the Dunbar Transfer Company phase of 
this investigation. 




it is indicated that the following officials of 
the Atomic Energy Commission may be able to pr ovj.de ^ 



pertinent information and should be Interviewed 



Charles Jenkins, 



Page 9 reflects that[ 



head of 



A EC f s Contract Division, Investigated the awarding of the 
contract Id Dunbar, If not already done, the results of 
Smith's investigation should be reviewed and if pertinent, 
a copy obtained for transmittal to the Criminal Division of 
the Departaesttt, 

Rerep sets forth information indicating that the 
General Services Administration, Boston, and its Washington, 
D, C, Headquarters, originally agreed to be responsible 
for the shipping of the equipment in connection with the 



^fe?AF:jall^^ 
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Airtel to SACS* WG, Kew Haven, New York 
RE: SENATOR THOMAS BODD 



closing of the CANEL Bite. Several discussions Were had 
With both GSA, Washlnyt c-n* and Boston, b y New York AEC 
officials, in additionj I of Senator BoM'a 

Staff, made a number of inquiries with AEC end indicated 
he Was familiar with GSA'b connection with this natter* 

The foregoing would suggest that appropriate 
investigation should be conducted at GSA, Washington, D. 
and Boston, for all pertinent information. During previous 
inquiries concerning the theft of records from Dodd*s office, 
it was reported that! I waft in Vietnam* WFO should 

consider the feasibility or having him iiterviewed concerning 
this and other phases of this investigation. 

WFO should immediately make a thorough study of 
rerep in conjunction with other investigation and promptly 
set out leads to fully develop this phase. The observations 
set forth herein should not be considered all inclusive and 
any other logical steps should be taken promptly to insure 
that a full and complete investigation is made* 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 




REPORT MADE BY 

JOHN F. SHAN LEY 
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CHARACTER OF CASE 




^JjBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



REFERENCES 



^ WFO airtel to the Bureau, dated 4/26/66. 

y Bureau teletype to New Haven, et al, dated 
4/26/66. 

u/'NY teletype to the Bureau, et al, dated 
4/28/66. 

i/^New Haven teletype to the Bureau, et al, dated 
4/27/66. 



NY telephone call to WFO, 4/28/66. P. 
^ NY airtel to the Bureau, dated 4/28/66. r 
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Washington Field (58-995) 
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NY 58-1482; 



enclosures ■ - ; ," ■ ■ 

Enclosures to Washington. Field 

One copy of all -enclosures ■ described in instant 
report as. being; enclosed : t0 .the; Bureau for transmittal;- to 
■ the. Department* " . '.'0;"\ ^. ;■./ • . ; . 

Enclosures to; New HaVeri \ J ""' : '.V',. 

One copy of, enclosures' described in instant report 
as exhibits NY-1 through N.Y>28. ' . : ^ ■ V.; r: ; 



ADMINISTRATIVE 



The interview reported; Herein Wit h 



o 



was concluded at 5 : 45 PM* \ had a 6:00 . PM„ 



committment and .was traveling to / Washing ton 9 PC y , on .4/28/66; 
and would not 'return this week.' ; For tftis reason he. /could: not" 
furnish a signed statement;. V : . ■ 



. plso advised ; that his/ son' is a new Special ... 

Agent* FBI j assigned to' the. Cleveland Office about two week's ' 
ago.* ■ /-.V.; ■ ■ .'^ " v' V. ^ , , : S ■ 



was 



The; interview reported .herein with] 

concluded at 2 ; 55 I stated he was traveling to 

• Toronto, Canada* via plane" from Kennedy Airport at H r 25 ;PM and 
h^d to leave to arrive'' at the • airp:6rt >at 3:30 PH V He, wiir not 
return' this we6k*. For this reason he cold mt furnish a . V 
signed statement* ■ '/> ••> : v"V-: v?;'' 

- All enclosures forwarded herewith are the 

copies of documents ... obfeiried ' fi^om-NYOO, AEG and have been - 
proper 1^ described, initialed and dated, by the ^reviewing agents 
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NY 58-1482 . " 

r • • • . -\- <•>:••• 

• _ • • ■ • • • • * • 

ADMINISTRATIVE (CONTINUED) 



^_ _ contained many entries . • . : • 

regard ing CAN EL . . All : o f 'these- entries from .7/14/6 5 to" . • 
H/19/66 i. were copied and ' are enclosed/ herewith-. tp : the- - } - 
Bureau and WFO. /All of 'the en trl.es 4e etii ed . per t i n en t 'by . the'' 
reviewin g agent; are reported in in the interview; of .• -y: 



, WASHINGTON FIELD 



:•• At ■ Wa sKing ton •> D C 



]- ■■ v • ■ •. < h ^ f 
currei - 



f 

■4«y,; : 

■ -i 

1: , 



; . One copy pf ' instant report furnished to 'New Haven . 
for assistance, in its investigation re Dunbar Transfer ' '• ; 
Co. and Mite Corporation. 



LEADS' 



rWi : ll locate qtnd : interview | 

or f or me r member of, Sehatdr DODD 1 s ; staf f r regarding /any \, ' ;\ 
knowledge he has about the bulky whit e envelope left in-'..;} 
the Senator's office by;.: FKfU j : / - v >. -O 

NEW YORK / % . 

At. New York j Nsw York . 
' Will arrang e for: in tervi^w^ : of [ 1 



upon his- return to. NY on 5/>v / & 6 , : . ih ' ac c or d anc e with WFO / / 
instructions in. referenced tel^phohe c^ll . 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 

Report of: 
Date: 

Field Office File #: 
Title: 



Character: 



Synopsis: 



JOHN F. 3HANLEY 
»+/29/66 

58-1482 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



Office: New York, New York 



Bureau File #: 58-6157 



NY Operations Office (NYOO) of AEC awarded 
contract to Dunbar Transfer Co. (DUNBAR), effective 
10/27/65, for dismantling and preparation of 
equipment at Connecticut Advanced Nuclear Engineering 
Laboratory (CANEL) for shipment to selected AEC 
contractors. Payments to DUNBAR total $250,523.39 
to date* Cost of completed contract estimated to be 
$37 6,82 6. During course of AEC decision as to how 
dismantling and preparation of equipment would be 
accomplished and subsequent contract negotiations 
the manager of NYOO, AEC, received a series of 
telephonic inquiries from | | of 

Senator DODD 1 s staff who wanted CD to be sure 
DUNBAR was on the bidders list, (2) progress of 
AEC f s work regarding the contract, (3) whether or 
not DUNBAR 1 s competitor was a small business firm 
as was DUNBAR, and (H) &EC f s status regarding its 
review of proposals and whether or not a decision 
had been made. NYOO manager recorded these contacts 
in his diary and furnished copies of these entries. 
His diary also reflects contacts by Senator D0DD f s 
office, at AEC f s Congressional Relations Office at 
AEC headquarters regarding this contract. Interviews 
at NYOO, AEC disclosed no contacts by Senator DODD or 
his staff of any other NYOO employee. 
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This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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SYNOPSIS (CONTINUED) 



advised he visited -Senator PODD at the 
Senator * s -of fice in ' Wash ington » DC, in the ;: . 
company; of FNU j I President of Mite . V;. 

Corporation (MITE) v Purpose of visit was 
\to stecure an evaluation of where MITE sto6d •. ' . 
with the Navy regarding securing more business • "'" 
denied- an y knowled ge of money contribution 



arid states, he never 



to tjie Senator by. 

made any nommgnt -to rnp. s^'n^thp 1 a Wt-af.f r^g^rd-ipg 



1 



left 
white 



such a contribution* lie believes 
s ome bu 1 ky memoranda c onq errii ng M 111 in a 
envelope- in " the, Senator 1 s of f ice for • review by 
the Senator or ; his staff* \ * - ••■ ' : : 



ENCLOSURES ; '- ■ • V.'; " ^A" , ''\ : \;.- ' 

ENCLOSURES ^TO 'THE BUREAU VFOK ' TRANSMITTAL Td THE v 
DEPARTMENT - 6F JUSTICE . (Bb ) • » -' ■ ■ : • , • • . , . — ; . - ■ v . •• > , 

" Enclosed herewith to \the>VBur;eau for transmittal to 
the Department are : the following:: , 



3 7 page s con ta in ihg • excerpts : from _ 
d iary as descri b ed on; page 10 l of i n s tan t • r e por t < 



26 copies of documents identified, as exhibits 
NY-1 through NY- 26 on pAges 20-23 ; bf. instant report /and two 
copies of documents.. identified a? exhibits Ny:-27 and NY-28 
on pages 24 of .instant report* -V - ; 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



n..- 4/29/66 



Office 
Street, 



(;nJ 



_ IftanagejE^ New York 

Atomic ttnergy Coaiiaiasion 



ration© 
7 „m (s Ifiidson 
tork City, waS^ interviewed at hi* place of 
He furnished the following Information under 

JOHN F.< SHANLEY. 



New 

empl oyrae n t » 

oath administered by Special 

«ariy in July, 1965, A8C was Considering closing 
it Connecticut Advanced Nuclear Engineering Laboratory 
(vCAM&L) , at ttiddletown, Connecticut. In closing this 
facility it had been decided that some of the technical 
equipment eeajfcd be moved to other ASC facilities for further 
use* the N300 considered having the $ratt Whitney Company, 
the operating contractor for CAN1&, ship the equipment 
out, but that Company faid it was not in that business, and 
would prefer not to hanffc it. the N300 then asked the 
Oeneral aervices Administration (Mk% if it would be 
responsible for shipping this equipment out, and 
agreed to this. 



keeps 



^ dely diary Of incidents he wishes 

to recall. To accomplish this he uses a dictaphone daily 
and his secret ary trwna oribea this info rmation into a small 



isoribes _ 
J keeps. [ 



notebook Which |_ 

review his diary dating frets November 
19, i9$£* He allowed the ttjervlewing agents 
of the entries therein which pertained to CANEI,, after 



made available for 
2, 1964, to April V, 
to make copies 



requesting that all non~pertlnsnt Entries be KbcKed Out. 




j |felt that the following entries 

his diary were pertinent to the matterjioittifirjiirig Contacts 
by Senator WEOMAS 3> f&m »* staff witl 

gntry for July 3& 1965 

c 
C 




ansfsr Co. d 
ewpress inte 



M^^i. - l_ | President of this company 

to express interest m handling e^ljraent moves .from 



r ecalled that j 
iDunbar Wrensfer Comptoy, ^Dunbar)., visited 



"Ithft 



Jre 

Jin : 



si dent of 
his office 



° n - 6t N e w York 



.File* - we 5 8 * i »82 



&AM JOHN P. SifM 



p&i and 

upk ■„ 



_Dble dictated , v M/ZQ/66- 



by_ | 

This documehl cofttoins neither recom rnendo lions nor conclusions of the . FBI, It ii the property of Ihe F8I and isJooned to you«\ogency; 
0 and Ms contents ore no Mo be distributed outside your agency. 
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anfi *yn re3ged an interest in shipping: equipment * from CANEL. 
was accompanied hy j ^lvst-h a n ftfidi yiflual w hase, name . 

tol d! I to contact 



| cannot remember. 



OSA in Boston, Massachusetts,., regarding thi* matter. 
Entry for August 1965 " 



i bo 
?• b7C 



"CANEL - rec»d call frl 

Infer: 



Relations) re complaint irom 



i 

1 



in the QUA* 9 office (Congressional 
Dunbar Transfer Company." 



recalled that[ 



| of ABC 

Rdations office called him regarding a. co mplaint 
had recei ved regarding 
came from[ 



he J _ I 



co mplaint w as that 

and 



could not get a a 
AEC' intended to do at CANEL. 
was firm in thiB matter and 
OSA. 

Entry for August 10, 1965 ■. ,. 
'CANEL - had tele eon with [ 



presu&ed the complaint 
di 1 Senator UUinfia sta ff, ard the. 
was Kivin d fc he run -a -round . 

ansj£er_regarding whaJs 




told[ 



hat he had referred 



that .nothing 



otn: 



p ; 



Of Dunbar Transfer Co. 

Also had tele con with Burke of Congressional Relations re .. 
Dunbar. Also in connection. with CANEL equipment rec'd call fr 
Clayton o f Los Alam os Scientific,.!^, 



// Further dr[ 



M D^aa* s offlceT 



spoke with a 



of Sen, 



r~~i 

him What his 1 



recalled that h e telepho ned 



asked him .What hiS complaint was. 

to complain and apolo gized if he haa caused any inconvfthl ftncft 



to 



3 



and 



sai d he did not me an 



also telephonicaly spoke with 



of Senator DQUD's office on this date. He hrlievft 
called him, but was not sure at this point, 
expressed Senator DODD's interest in having 
for any work at CANEL. : - :• 



COj 

k 



considered 



3. 



NY 58-1482 



Entry for August 11, 1965 



*CANEL - had tele con with of Congressional Relations 

re Dunbar Transfer: Company. : • , :. . 

I ""lee ailed t hat on this date he had a ; v 

conversation wit q | regarding making sure that ; ■ <■ 

Dunbar was on the di oxters xist for. any contract at ': . - ' .. ■■<■■ I 

CAN EL. . C : _ • ; ,7;'.. ; : \ 

Entry for September 21, 1965 
"CANEL 4 



S ' :;b7c 



as to the Status 



of Sen. Dodd 1 s of f ice called to inquire 
■qT Dunbar Tranfl fer Company in Conn. w/C ANEL 
I It 



move , Apparently I I knew more about the problems 

w/GSA that I do. He must have rec'd this info, from Dunbar* 
We promised to keep him advised of : any progress' made .in ; ' \ 
arranging for the moving of the CANEL equipment, •.. 



I called ! | - GSA Administrator * in Boston to. . . , ; { 

inquire ir.it is correct that OS A Was reneging on the 2 . .1 

commitments 1. to provide a custodial & maintenance contractor 
after 1/1 & 2. to provide a contractor for moving' equip, out 
of CANEL effective 10/31. Me confirmed. that they would not . ; : . 
be able to handle the mov'g but he was not familiar wYjiflncelling 
nut, on t.hft custodial & maintenance cat r act. However J 1 



of GSA Boston called later stating that since 
]was a new man he made these committments, without 



really knowing 0SA»s regs. & asked us to do all we can to 
relieve them Of this responsibility," 



On this date | | learned tha.t GSA intended: to 



request the NYGO to find means other -than GSA for moving •; ,? 

equipment out of CANEL.. I 



feit the remainder of this entry was self- 



explanatory. 

Entry for September 23, 1965 X • 

*CANEL - I discussed f^;.i-W/Hug6 the problem presented by GSA's 
backing out on 2 committments -.1, to provide a contractor for 
packaging & shipping equipment at CANEL effective 10/1* and 
2. to provide a contractor to provide custodial & maintenance 
services at CANEL after .12/31 When P&W*s contract is •• terminated. 



X pointed put that I was hoping to go out on the selection -'-'.of 
a contractor for the latter services Just as soon as .possible . i 
as they would have to he on board by 12/1 In order to familiar ltd 
them w/ the plant, its opera., equipment etc* I indicated that 1 
it was my desire that this contractor also provide the necessary '■. 
functions for shipping any AEC materials St equipment that we 
wouTfl like shipped beyond 1/1/66 » : In , the meantime it is - ••. i 
nee##sary to start moving equipment to other labs. I suggested j 
a possible solution would be to . have assign their, contract "j 
w/IXinbar Transfer Assoc. to the ABC and we wo uld use this sub ' : '. j 
to handle shipments btwn now & 1/1/66*. I i saw no 
objections, suggested discuss w^| 



* he ok*d. 



_ . whom I met with, received a call from .]Dodd*&.. 

orfice and advised him of the planning that we were doing. 
However, 1 suggested that; he. might hot notify Podd* a 



office of this until it becaj&e more firm* 



indicated 



that apparently Sen. Dodd'a nffmp -f « gatiAnj ■ firi&r.r.y annoyed 



by the pressure being put on them by , 
had agreed to keep them advised of our plans. 
I'd call him back aa soon as they were firm. 



However^. 
I told [ 



,1 discuss the above to a limited extent with Finger, 
no objections. ; =V'\Y';'< "'" '• 



He had 



"CANSL - Earlier in the day X had called | I in 

order to try again to persuade him 'to take the responsibility 
for packaging, crating and. shipping the tooling f rom CANEL 
to other ABC installations. . 2 tried to persuade, him to do 
this by. point igout that since he was interested in a " •follow-; : 
on contract for maintenance services at the facility, that • 
the follow-on contractor would, be assigned this respohaifclLity, 
He indicated that if ifcia was true he would not be- interested; 
in . providing follow-on contractor services . He flatly- refused 
to assume this responsibility even by use of a subcontractor, 
during the period btwn now and 12/31. His point was that ;he . - 
had cooperated 100% with all AEC'a requirements this time and 
since he's not In the moving business he did not feel the.'..'..;..;. 
Oov'tterequest was reasonable. We pointed out that Under the 
termination article of the' contract we could direct him to 
perform tills service.; 'He stated that' he doubted that this . 
could' be done. ,;•' ■ ■r-'fr -" 
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He advised that 

Pratt Whitney Company. 

Srtry for September 30, 1965 



felt ;that ; this entr y; was self-explanatdrjr* f, 

t ls L a Vice President of the :'\ 



&f K$ called to adviae that Sea. 



Xkutt'.'s drnce haci again been contacting hi* * w/rsgard ta 
Dunbar foasoa l^t^ a - . After discussions witii | [Wa 
advised 



I that our plans wer* to, go out 6n negotiated 
competition for handling the shipment of material©- between'; 
now hXid December 3Qth* ; iJanbar : &n& Rpger: Sherman. rare the 
two equipment movers who will ; be contacted on October 1st — ; 
and requited to submit proposalB; " 



felt: that .this entry was self -explanatory . 



Entry for October' 15 : , 196b 



*CANEL - presentation re ; shipping contractor - . 

were present (future CftB> 



] 



(Bee »d a eall f rl 
spoKe w/ 



jco.nauciea- j mfee'tltiR; : ' ' • ^ 

]in .Sen. Dodd's office al3o 



on tele re this j.mtter*) : 



'Call froi 



recalled tha 
wanted to ifl'ioW Xne progress- of 



in. &Mf» office. 



would be handled. T 



Itol.c 



ailed him and 
tttfe-W&gjC aE UAflfc and how it 
IthaLt asc intended 
_]would be . on 



to solicit -Lid* for this work ana -cnat; 
the hi&$#x>B list. 

Entry for. October l8y 19'o r j ■ ■; J ■.^'■j-:.'-.:^ J ^]>'-- 

H CAfi]fo -contrac tor f^y ghinnin^ crat ing equipment - tele 

cons r* 1 lftn ^ ,-Jw/ l bf Podd'a 

office, I Also calle^ I re 

this but fte was at a meeting 30 X s-poke with 



6. 



reo ailed thai 



know if the Roger 
Dunbar* s in this : matter, yas e 
by Government regulations* 



wanted to 



Sherman •. company, a competitor of 

small b usiness as tfeflhed 
said that the .Roger 



Sherman company had been acquired oy - another firm and 
might n ot be a sma ll business any longer. 

his Deputy > 
ment of Labor 
he Roger 
also called 




1/ Manager, ro can 
regaruing this an ^ 
Sherman C ompany was a 



4 



ses uepa: 
found 0 




small ousiness. 
Hat AEC Headquarters and asked 1 the . same' question 
who said that he did not know. 



Entry for October 21 > 1<?65 



to* 



firatlrttr fc 



Shi 



Transfer Co. Also met wlthf 



ng Contract . 
dd » s officii 



rftnftjyprt ft .made calls 
of IXmbar 



recalled that 



questioned what 



the status of -'ABC's review of proposals in the camei. vnnt-.h^ 
was and whether or not a. decision had been made, \ 



told him that no dec is ion had - hften xfa de , and 
was golii g to negotiate with], 
with some of 



labor ratfra 



and dd negotiate downward with 



pointed out that , if 



hat he, 
•because he wans -tint 



"bid <wfcU k 
over, wie phone « 



i 



SSL 



had refused to negotiate these 



rates he ' still ^ould have been awarded the cont ract because 

at this time.* 



the selection commit tee had , recoromende^ 



t 



stated that It is unusual for him 'to < get. 



b7C 



personally involved in a contract of this comparatively small ; 
dollar amount. However he recognised that the selection of the 
contractor for this .particular contract would be scrutinized 
very carefully by either lv AEC Headquarters £^I)unbar 
did not x^ecelve the contract; because of the active 
Congressional interest in this siatter* or 2. AEC Headquarifcrs 



( 
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if Dunbar did receive the contract to insure that 

t hnfl nrvh, been-, influenced by the .Congress ional inquiries. 



pointed out that after ;DHEW PEARSONS' column 



appeared in the newspapers on February l6* l$66 y 
the Head of AEC's Contract Bivi^iori^had, at thfe.-WiqutiB^ 
of the ABC Commissioners^ .investi^ed the aw 
contract to JXmbar*. A report was sent back to 
that, everything was satisfactory*^ ■ 




stated that Congressional inquiries of. the 
above type are - not; unusual > but that normally AKC received : 
only one or two calls at the most r^rding a contract*; -> : 
AEC usually tells, the Congressman, irhnt., when a 1 decision 
is made it will notify -him* I r ecognised that the ' ' 

Congressional inquiries la this uiatter ware unusual because 
of the volume of, calls received by ABC. 

Entry for October Z2> X9&5 .;-/'V^ : ; 

|f Dunbar Contract at CANEL ^ calls t o and from I 
__|and further TTxeetinga,;with | 



arid 



and , 

been smdfc. 



believed;. tMt he' called AEC Headquarters; 

Wadvlse thera th at a ; contract se lection had 



is the 



He pointed out that j i 

Assistant to , the' . Assistant General Manager ror "Operations 

at AEC, Washington, /v -a : -?S.. , 



stated tha 



Q.' 1066, in 



/find out what- agreements 

With y&(Ftr*A-+.r* n^r»hftin a 

returned I ( cali 

referred to rates shat[ 
hand tools in fulfilling the contract* 



diary. 



e arly in the week to 
wit hl I 



made * 
on this 



date 



-and 

btated that this entry. 



would charge .for -the use of 



knew of no, other contact by Senator COED'S 
office or staff at KYOO or A£C* - He asked his Deputy Manager 

]if he had ever received any such Calls 



and 



said no* 
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, , w V Neir Yertc Operation* 

Office pns©») , Atomic Energy eommiaeion (JBBC) 37$ Hudson 
Street, He* ¥ork City* made available for revie* his 
personal diary covering the date* of Sove»ber fi> l$6% to 
April 19, 1966 inclusive, this diary Was sKamined >y 
special Agent JOK? F» .WU&&SI* and entries, for the 
following dates #w» copied conoeming ths Connecticut 
Advanced Ifuclear Ingineering laboratory $BA|fl&)^ -'t&f 
copying *a» performed oh an lenMt cepying ftaehine, 
operated by Special Agent *&X£S3T» ins dates extracted 
are as ttUofrit • 

....ia^ofe : : 

■ iG/tSm -\« ■■ ■■■ 



Mm 





' .'•'.. t - : , • 



J 



■ \ 

■ • ' - 3 

:; V . 



-si:"-- ; 

T. .t- 



On. 



4/57/6$ qt ^ey to r k;-.:;; 
SA JOHH SHANZSYj upk 



.Date dictated. 



jmeot contains neither r©'<omm endohons -nor conclusions o( )he-^8l. j 11 is ihe p roper jy ; bK ihe FBI ond isjooned ib.-your bgency; . 
ontenls are noMo be distributed outside, .your agency. . . ' y :• r \, ;• . % : . ; ' • r " '/ 



FO-302 (Kasr. 4-15-64) 



t 



f 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



V 



4/39/66 



1 Director of Security and Property ^ 



Management division, New York Operations Office (NYOO) , 
Atomic Energy Commission ( AEC), 376 Hudson Street, New York 
City, made available for review the NYOO's Visitors Register 
for 1965. 

STnrirfr rTnftfi nf .Tiilv ^0. 1965 » thia register reflected 

both representing 



that|_ r 

the Dun bar Transfer Co mpany, signed in to she KYOO . at 9* 45 a .m. 
to visi H I f his register reflects that both of 

these individuals left the NYOO at lOtOO a.m, the <same date. 



bS 
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t ' ' 

•I • : 
:]■■■ 



On 4/ 28/66 or ' N Y, NST 



by ; SA JOfflJ #. SHAMT,BY/r3o 



..... Date, dictated. . 4/20/66 _ 



Thi* document conloins neilher recommendations nor conclusion* of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and r$ loaned Jo your agency; , \ 
;t ond 111 contents ore noi Jo be distributed outside your agency. . ", ■• ' - . - ~ \. 
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Date. 



Chief * Srosureiaent Swich, 

Atomic iSnergy CojsiRlsslon 



New Ifprk Operation* Office , ,„ 

&AEC};, 376 Hudson Street, Hew Stork City, wis;- interviewed at 
her place of employment. She furnished the following 
information under oath administered by Special Agent JOHN 
F, SHAm«!f r 

AIC is in the process of closing its Connecticut 
Advanced i^iafclear Engineering laboratory ^CANEl), it ttiddletown, 
Connecticut, to acooraplish the moving of selected Items of 
eguijpraent f rom to other AEC fa&ifcitle*-, contract number 

A? (30-1 )t 3&31, a negotiated ti^« and ]^tt«rial type contract, 
was awarded to the IHinbar transfer 0<mp&ny (vDunbar). In 
selecting a contractor for this contract, AEC set uj> an 
infor&aX selection ooBanittee composed of the following; 



™* SiS first four of thes e individual* are employed in 
th» MCt \ H i» eftSloye d by AtC and 

Washington « D^s ... «t> rayrotti^ftMnj Maryland;!"^ 

ire 0»^i©yed by AEC at CAH&S.J — — — - 



and 



appointed* 



tion eoamittee was 



. . ■ - j |w*re assigned to CAlfe 

and they aiae w eecision snat two firm* would be solicited* 
namely* Dunbar and the Sheriaan Bigging Comganyv it #as A&O 1 * 



estiiaate ij h**- t^f«i 



amount of the contract would approximate 
di^ not kno* **** nmeh isoney had been 



spent to dste on the contract. 

After bids on this Contract hM been received and 
negotiated, the selection ega^t^ awarding the 



On. 



by- 



sas johk y. .--amm atg and 

ugk 



■file*: 



:Date dictated: 



]hi$ docum.erii terrains rieilher reborn m en do No'ni : no;r' corlclij'sfons ofr Ih-e F & I'.- M [5 1h & ■ property of (he. FBI Q no" is . loa ned : r'o .youf agency; 
it a nd ifs cor fenls d re noMo b« diifribu ted' outside, youf agency . , ^-^ \- i\ . : . ,'■_<■ 



2*. 



bo 
b7C 



contract to Dunbar because It felt it would be cheaper, :'i 



stsfced that no pressure ""'had been fexe^te.cjr | 
by anyone*, £ithfci? ftfdm within without AEG to select the , .5. 
contractors for this contract i She stated Uiat she wai not >V 
c ontacted by Senator HOW or any pne of . the Senator 1 s staff 
regarding this .contract. She recalled that sometime before j 
the start o^ the contract aolic&atiors (at least three to six j ; 
months before), and at a time after the public announcement f 
had been made that CANEL would be closed dew by AEC, she j 
received a telephone call f rom AKC|a. Congressional Relations j - 
Department in Washington, inf prming her that an unrecalled 
Congressman had requested that .; a -itXrfo? in «fewington, : Cortn-,. 
flcticut (presumably Dunbar) be included in the bidders list 
for the contem plated contracts After receiving: this call \1 
she then called j [ who Has then director of the. • ' 

AEC CAKEL project office in ttectdletovm, Connecticut; and .) 
asked him to call the Company and answer any questions it \ \ 

might have* . •• • :t/wj 



I stated that she had no^p^rsonal 



files regarding this matter/ 
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IfurChasing 0f fleer, Mew ¥ork 

Office <J«0U>, Atomic Energy Cois»ission (JUSC), 
376 Hudson Street, .New *Ork City, wee interviewed at hie 
place Of employment, ile furnished the following ihformat ion 
under bath administered by Special Agent ffQfflf F v SBANm. 



I was appointed to an lnfOrkal selection 

ooiRsiittee regarding the selection of a contr&eto^eaa*- 
for Age contract At &3Q-1| 3(131 • Sefere he was appointed 
to this coamlttee a decision had been made to solicit bide 
froth fwo f Iras in Connecticut, He questioned this decision 
because he felt that Stay additional firms in New York City 
could competently handle this ^ob and Was told that this 
decision had been made at ABC** project office at the 
Connecticut adfanced Nuclear Engineering laboratory <^4S&£,>« 

the Selection committee finally recommended !'! 1 
awarding of this eontraet te the tebar Iransfer Com$>a>»jr L 
pmnbari, *nd the <jon»itte»*s basl^ for i^coawending 
Dunbar was th# ItonbaVhad better e§j^rienee in £ae king and 
handling highly technical scientific equi^aent, Ife recalled 
that the total amount of the contract was estimated to be 
about fl#|,#aa, . 



any other 



1 [ stated that neither he, nor to his knowledge 

\mm*r of the selection cowaiittee received any 



pressure either from within or without «&0 regarding tie 
awarding of this contracts *e Otated that he was not contacted 
by Senator 10B9 Or any member of the Senator*a *ta^f regarding 
this contract. He recalled a* a miftMng held at CAMEL 
hews* told by Km*ansgeJ , Jthat Senator .. ■ 

fP* 5 wds tutting on *ressure regarding the contract 

itself, • 



a M s tated that he had no personal files 

regarding this ma*W, 



SAS JOHN F« SIW ILEY and / 

| «yk J D a te d icta led J jfr/pfi/66 



This docymerl coritoins neilher recorn menda lions nor conclusions ' of . the FBI. II is., ihe p'roperty of the ' FBI Vnd is loo ne'd lo y.'our agency, 
ll ond 1 Is contents Of 8 not to he distributed outside ,yQ<j r' ag'enc'y. '.' ~ , . - % * . .■ . - .] 

■ • : ; ■■•>V,;- ;'v,-., : I i a' '•■ : - ■ ■■ \ 
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Date H/29/66 



I 1 Attorney Office of Chief Counsel > 

Operations Office (lIYOQ)/ Atomic Energy Comission 



New York _ , . ... , „ 

(AEC)j 376 Hudson Street, ftew York City, fcas interviewed, at 
his place of etiiployraent . He furnished the following information 
under oath administered by SA JOHN SHANI*EY: 



was appointed to an informal selection 
committee 1 regarding AEC contract number AT{30-1)3631* AEC t s 
policy is to have an atto rns on a nnh a coimittee or on a 



formal selection board and 



acted as attorney advisor 



b7 



to this coftaaittee. The contract to be awarded was for the 
dlssiantling and preparation of equipment at the Connecticut 
Advanced Nuclear Engineering laboratory (CAjtEIt) for shipment 
to selected AEC contractor^. 



While] pas assigned to this coispjittee 1 he 

received no pressure from within Or without ABC regarding the 
selection of a contractor* Specifically he received no pressure 
or ooiamunicatlon in any for m from Senator POW or anyone on 



the Senator's staff. 



had heaf d from an unrecalled source 



that Senator BOB© 1 s office had contacted this off ice*, the N3TO0± 



about $A$IE£i and the removing of CASEL Equipment * 
as aimed that Such contact had been taade to the M^uo s^anager* 



As attorney advisor to thA ahn^ ^ni^jttA^r I 
had no voice in the selection of a contractor* He believed the 
basis for the selection of the Dunbar Transfer Company (Dunbar) 
was (1) some of ptinbar* s labor rates *re re low&r thW its - 
cosBpetitor^ (2) the travel tlae that 

contractor was less than its cofflEpetitor because pf the location 
of the JDunbar coapany and (3) i^bar*s qualifications ^ere 
believed to be better than its competitor. 



As Jjfethagfer of the t$ZQQ 



has blanket 



authority to approve contacts awarded by the NYOO to ^5,pp0^0p0> 



on 4/£ft/6fi °t NYj MY - . \ ' : , ^.} A .-.<.'.-^ n,!e# MY 58-1.48? , 

sas i ' • : .. 

by jfQHN ». SH AM yrj p ,. . Do * dicta,cd - 4/ g 9/66 I 

This documei^) contains neither recommendolions ,nor conclusions of the- FBI. II /is" the "property of the FBI cnid Is .Joaned n 1o ; y oyr agency.; ■ ! f , 
it ond its conleots ore' rtoMo b.e di$fr Ebu ted outside, your .agency . ■ _ -■■ : . ' '' ' ■ 
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with certain qualifications . _____ 
tiona applied In the above contract. 



stated that no qualifica- 



stated that he had. no personal, files ; in this 



matter, ho wever, t he Office of Chief. Counsel did maintain a 
file which | | made available for review . This file was 

reviewed ana no pertinent information was obtained.- v : 



.. i 



; /u 1 



i 

I": 

■ .1: 

■ i 
•J: 
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**/29/6& 



r Manager* New York Operations 

Office, Atoeic tnergy commission (AEC) * 376 Hudson Street* 
New York City* made available the files of the New York 
AEC in reference to Contract Number AT (30-1) 3831 # 

A review of these files reveal that The Dunbar 
Transfer* Company (DUNBAR) and Roger Sherman Rigging Company 
(SHERMAN) original and revised bids and AEC Cost Comparisons 
have been sent to AEC Washington*. p*C;V or* Germantbwn and/or 
Connecticut Advanced Nuclear Engineering Laboratory (CANEL)* 

According to the files Contract N^bep AT (30-1) 3631 
was awarded to DUNBAR* effective date of contract being 
October 27* 19$5* for dismantling and preparation of equipment 
at CANEL for shipment to selected AEC contractors* This vas ; 
a time and material prime contract. 



•r4 



The following information appears in a memorandu m 



£ile dated February 16> 1986, addressed to | 
_[Assistani General Manager for Operations from [ 



Director, Division of Contracts captioned U NY 4 . 

Contact With Dunbar Transfer Company* 1 ; 

**Followii*g i* a report 6n the a^ard 6f the subject contract: 

^ Background t The closedown of CANEL and the transfer of 
SNAP-Sa to LRL made necessary the services of a rigging con- ; 
tracter t« disconnect* dismantle and prepare for shipment 
certain laboratory e^uipmeat to LRL and other locations* The 
logical approach woulid hagg hftpti trt ha w* .FSSW handle job by 

subcontract* however J | protested that >Pfi.W ■ 

was not in the moving business)™ and under the circumstances 
his objections were respected* GSA^B0ston at one point agreed 
to handle the work but this decision wa© reversed by QSA~ 
Washington* Accordingly » NY undertook negotiation of a 
prime contract for the wotfcv . 



J 

jj - 

S 



nn 4/27/66 n , New York » NY 
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'EAR . ■ 


is document d 


nor conduSiOfii of the FBI. It is . the 



Dote dicto>ed_ "4/28 /66 



il dnd its oontenls ore f*Qf ; Jo be disl ribOfei^ outside yo.uf d'gency . 
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11 Procurement : 



: E :• 



11 !♦ On October 1, 1965 , 'WY solicited price quotations from 
' ' the following two : f iritis with/the intent of entering into ; ;\ ; [ 
a tasJotype Time and Materia Is : contract : ; . , ; r \ '•; .... j 

. . "Dunbar Transfer: Company . Newington, Connecticut ' v .5 

"■■ -Roger Sherman. Rigging -Company - E • Hartford , Connecticut 

- ■■■ '"' r - ;"■ V . ; ••. : : I. 

"Solicitation of proposals wa 6; limited to these two ;.-.... 
■'. firms because: '• ' '. i.\ . -y" ■ ' ' 

Most. Of the equipment . hM; been, installed by/ one; of . ... ; 
.these "two f irm$ and they were therefore, familiar with . . • 
... the equipment ;^hd the precautions necessary ;ih 
moving it f . 

'*b. The progressive; deduct ioh of both AEC and pGjf. staff \ 

would have made difficult the orientation of a con- . j 
tractor not familiar with the site* v • ; ? 5 

, ■ \ - .^^y^r ' . • '.y ;-,v • • ; ; | 

w c . Use of a f irm fr,om the local area . would ease somewhat; j. 
the irnpact of CA^EL . clos ing on the local area* ; ' 

"d . Both firms are ,f small ' business. * " Had this procurement V 
been handled, as a formally advertised procurement; . .'• 
it would have been a small business set aside. : : 

Quotations were received, from -both firms bef or £ the due 
date of October 13, 1965, and following an" analysis by a .", 
MY staff panel and negotiations with both firms* \a. con- 
tract was awarded to- Dunbar for the following reasons: : \- :, i 

\ - "a, Dunbar Vs price.; was .evaluated to be about $50 per day . | 
cheaper than Sherman - s # Prices were compared by . ■ :' i 

• \ means of a representative day f s work involving a mix >: | 

• of different crafts and equipment* Dunbar 's plice • j 
advantage; resulted from si ' : ; ; : jj< 
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" (i) the same or lower rates 1 for all .crafts , 

(ii) no charges/for unmanned equipment on the,. : . 
site (Sherman would Have charged) , and • 

( iii) Dun bat 1 charged for labor while oa the CANEL \ ■ ; 
site with no portal- to^portal pay whereas . v 
'Sherman included, travel; time on some crafts" 
. • ' . . : where movement of equipment was involved • : ; 

"b. DunbaF had somewhat greater experience in the. '■, 
handling' of delicate scientific equipment. This, 
, ' judgment was .supported ;by P^W and by a Navy : ■■ 
- l installation that had used both firms. ' ■ .\ 

: "c# Dunbar agreed to use available government equipment ; 
Sherman would hot so agree, wanted to bring in his - 
own equipment.;: ^>-:V- 

" Cost and Present Status : .Amount presently obligated .under 
the contract is; $250 jOOO'; another : task of $75*000, expected' 
to be the final tas k- will be .obligated shortly. While some 



problems as?ose with | | performance iii the early stages 

of the work Che was thought not to be . working a$ hard or as 
fast as : he should be) * these ha v£ been, overcome * ^rid : he. is 
now performing' satisfactorily, Wqrk is expected to be' : 
completed late March to early April • " 

Copies of the following: described documents were : - 
obtained from a review of file! entitled "Canel Project Of f ice 
(Vol.^ II ) fl and have been given exhibit number as vset forth;. 



«■ if 
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Exhibit No* 
NY-1 

ny-2 • 



NY -3 



NY-4 



NY -5 



NY- 6 



NY-7 



NY-8 



NY- 9 



.. ." D,e script iony-pf Document ' 

'■' . • AEC Memorandum;,, dated 7/19 / 6 5 , • 
'■■:< ; re ' Propel ed. Service. • Con tract T . 
• 1 , Cane 1 Project .JOfHce • . ' . ; : . ; 

';• , , . Dunbar. 'letter .. dated -8 / 5/ 65 , 
'.re solicitation to act as. 
. Gen er a 1 Contractor with • • ; • \ 
cessation of r Canel. operations' " 

. EJunbar letter .dated 8 / 16/6 5 , 
re note of thanks for" lead to • 
General Services Administration 

• . AEC Memo dated 10/19/65, /■ ' : 
' . Canel ; Close.-Out Operations .. V • 

. AEC Memorandum, dated 11/ 2976 5 , 
• re' Summary of Canel Trip- • 
• '. November 24, ; 1965 ,.; 

: AEC Memorandum dated 2/4/66 , re . 
Present;. Working Estimate , . Cane 1 
: , " Equipment Removal ; 

- 1 . "•/ AEC. note dated ' 2/1 6 / 66V re 



TpI rmhnnf> ( Ca lis : f rom f 

( Rpna i-oih DODD's Office ) 



To" 



■'Number 
Pages. 



of 



2 



: 2 



. b7c 



Manager, New York; 



xn behalf of . the- Dunbar Transfer- ; 
Company : »'. 

AEC; Memo dateE . : 2/16y6: 6 , re NY .3 
Con tact wi th Dunbar Transfer Company • : 

AEC Memo prepared .oh : February , 16, re. 2 
.'Roger. SherfKan Rigging Company, and ' • 
Dunbar Transf e'r . Company . • . v 



i 

I: 

•.ir 



* .5 ■■'< 



5> .n > ' 



NY 58*4*82 , 

Exhibit No, 
NY-10 



: ... ■■: ' ; / : • Number of 

Description- of Document > : : ' Pages 



• 'J :•=•;'; t , AEC Memo dated 2718/66, *e ' -y* • V;.' 

NY Contact with 'Dunbar Transfer • \ .• 
■ : Company wltli Cost Comparison . " , : , • : \/.'.' ■: 

r ;; attached ;. ". : 'V.;'-; : -;.\ \- \ - . r ; ''--- " : V; 

/. Copies of the f ollowing described documents : were 
, obtained vfrom a. review of '{f iiie:;,er!ptitled "CPS File" and . : 
have .been given exhibit , numbers as. set forth: : 

. ■ ■ Number of - 

. Exhibit No, • ' * - . Peso rip t i on - of Do c u ment .' ..; Pgges. • / 

NYrll . Certificate ^ of /Insurance dated : i ^ ; 

."• 10/ll/65/>e the Dtobar Transfer v v : r.> : 
. : •• Company "' -' " » ■■■■ .. v-V-.". '- '• 

• - ' \\- ,% ' ,; V:/ . . • /' .-. vv *: - 1 • 
NY- 12 . AEC 'teletype 

Suggested Work Statement for \. -. *' y \' 

• '• ■ / ■ . . ' AT S. M-Contr^ictor : : , s ;--V" : V— 

NY-13 , - : AEC ifetter d^ted 0^ toiler , 1965 1 ; ^ • : I - \ ^ 

addressed to* Dunbar and Shernran , . : " A . 
advising them, they bould sand \. ■ > -v = '. 
. . \ „ quota ti on bri time- ^riid-jn ! ateri^ls , -''' : - , " ; 'A :: " V/;"-*-'*' 
. •. : - contract /: .* : ';''\\-/^ •'/v ' v '- : -> ;, /' : '.\ ' V?\; ; .;": • 

NY-1* : Letter^ dated 10/5/65^ from RCA; - 2 '[ y ' >. 

; Service 'Company "and letter' dated- [ .■ . V 

- . - -": # . % 10/13/65, from Travelers Insurance Oh ,' ' 
: ; Cpmpany addressed; to Sherman i^e' . ' . .. : : ; v": 
r .complimenting :SherMn oh. ivrork' performed' •' 
• ; 'by Sherrnar) , : - . v : -- ' - : ' 

NY-15 : Dunb^-1 etter . Vdated 10/11/65 r re 1 /. 

'• • a.cKn owl edg erne nt ;bf Invitation relative ► '; 
1 to removal of equipment from Canel - 



I ■ 

-•?, 



r . 
I 

i . ■ 

•i. • : - 



4 



NY 58-148.2 

Exhibit' No, 
NY-16 

NY-17 ;.; 
NY-18 

NY- 19 . : : 
NY-2 0 ' 



NY- 21 

MY- 2,2 

NY* 2 3 
NY- 2 4 



Number 
Pages 



• Description of Document 

Sherman letter dated 10/18/65,' 
': • re classification* as »feiaall.\ 
. business; concern 11 

Notation dated. .10 / 1 9 / 6 5 ,, re 
.•■ . Dunbar "_. • " : ; : " ''.'■•}', ' , ■ 

• Sherman letter dated 10/21/65V 
re travel allowance' ;' .' - '..•'.,-•• ; :_ 

AEC Memorandum dated; 10/ 2 2/65, 
re Dunbar Contract No. AT (30-1) 
3631 .. 

AEC Telecommunication dated .; 
10/22/ 6.5, to Dunbar re their 
selection to. participate in ' -.'•; 
f inal negotiation • ' .•: ••._'•'•;.•. 

. AEC Memo dated 10/ 22 / 6 5 , re V - ',' 3 
Justification of Negotiated. Contract.; '. 

. AEC Memorandum dated 10/22 / 6 5 , • re... : :- i ; ' 
. Draft .of Contract with The Dunbar . < . • • 
' Transfer 'Company •. ■*- •• V 



of 



!?7C 



AEC Teletype dated 10/25/6 5 , re 



Jca 11. October 25 



□ 



AEC.; Memo dated 10 /26T65, re . Findings ■■ -3 ', 
and [ Deteriainatioh Authorization For ■ 
a Time and Materials Contract and '•,/ 
For Waiving- Fbrmal Advertising 



.V.I 
. •.'.!," 

: J , 

J -a 

: ■ ' g ■ 
""'I 

V: 

i 

' ' ■ -i * 

; -v. ■ t . 
,..•»".» 

V :l • 

v- r 




% z 



! 



NY 58-1482. 
Exhibit No. 
NY- 2 5 

NY- 2 6 .' • 



Number of 
• ••• Pages-; ';: I 



. - Description Of Document 

AEC Telecommunication message • 
dated. 10 /2 9/65, re informing / 
Sherman another, firm selected • 

Undated Memo captioned ' 
"Completed Or- In Process 
Projects By The Dunbar Transfer 
Company, knd Dunbar ' Associated, ■'. ■ 
Incorporated!' . 



1 ..In reference to! exhibit- .NY-.22 it- is 'not ed> : that' 

there was no attachment to this. Memorandum in the file. 
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F0302 (Rev. 4-\$-64] 



t 



1 FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



K/29/66 

Data ■ 



, Budget Branch Chief * New 

York Operations Office, Atomic Energy Commission (AE6) t j 

376 Hudson Street* New York City, made available copies . \' . ■ 

of the following described documents which have been \ 

given exhibit numbers as set forth : f : ■:. 

. Number of ( ' . 

Exhibit No* Description, of ._BoouaL*nt Pages 

NY-27 AEC Me»o dated, H/li/66, . 3 i b - r 

captioned "Present Working ■ ' l^ic 

Estimate and Schedule, Canel ' . 

Equipment Removal" | ;: '- H 

NY-28 Accounting Work Paper* of- AEC 2 

r £opay»ents to Dunbar Transfer. 
Co. - 3631 - ; ■ 




nn 4/2.8/66 nt New York >■ NY 



NY 58-1182 



by- 



SA 



•RAR 



.Date dictated ___J*/2S/&S_ 



This documeni contains nether r eeommendojiorts nor conclusions of the FBI It is ihe property oi (he FBI and Is looped lb you r agency; 
tl 6 *ls conlents ore no'l to be distributed outside your o'gency ■;' ' . " ■ - ■ J / . . ■; -_ \ ■' ■■ • '.- 



FD-302 (Rev. 4- 15-64) 



f f 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

if/29/66 



Dote_ 



| | Budget Branch Chief * 

New York Operations Office, Atomic Energy Commission 
376 Hudson Street , New York City, advised that to date 
payments totaling $260, 623. 39 have been made by AEC to 
The Dunbar Transfer Company on Contract Number . 
AT (30-1) 3631, He further advised that the accumulated 
cost under the contract tifam$$l March 25* 1966 , was 
estimated on April 11, 1966 to be $255*026 and that 
the remaining coat *o complete is estimated at $121*800; 
total estimated cost is $376,826,00. - . . . 



:'. V > <*,.." ' 



New Yd*k* NY KY $8-1482 

On : at _^ ; , • : • ■ .- ■ File*-: 1 »■ 



b y ■ SA 



_Do, e dictated ^^9/66 , ■ \ ! ' 1 



This document contains .n'eilhe'r recommendoKonj' nor conclusions .of .the FBI- \i \is the property: of tke F S I ohd "f$ loo'ned to your agency,- 
it and 11» COnlents ore not to be dislrlbijJod 0"»slde your, agency . . *•' '"' '". ' 



Dofe. 4/29/66 



. .. PresldentJ Waneway Publ ishing, and 

Sesearc^Co^poH^SEv^Il Bast 50th street, New York Clty^as 
interviewee at his place of employment. He furnished the 
following information after declining to be placed under Oaths 



Chairman 
son j 



[ 



is an old time friend of. 

>t the Board of the Mite Corporation (Mite) . 



man of the Boa 

(vm\ 

^ZHwas request 



the 



is President of Mite. In about 1§64 

. requested to act as an economic consultant to Rite, 
believed that the major reason for the necessity of 
such a consultant was the low valuation of Kite's stock in 
the stock market . He recalled that at that time he advised 
Kite to seek a merger with some other company, and/or diversify 
its business . 



has had a long time friendship with Senator 
THOMAS J. dqpd Mhom he has known since about 1942. while . 
I w as acting as economic consultant to Mite, | 

told him tha.% Kite had attempted to contact Senator ABBAHA8 ~ 
KEBiGQW to secure sotee information from the Senator and the 
company was not satisfied with the renen±LioiL,or treatment it 
had rftflfrftved from Senator MBICOFF. L 



son. 



p equssted that j 
TEe President of kite. 



believed 
] visit Senator PODD with 



in 



■ ■ believed that he met {PNU)i .m 

Washington at an unrecalled date but probably some time in 196^ 
and the two of -them 'then went to Senator DQDD»S office. The 
purpose of this visit was to secure an evaluation from the 
Senator as to where Kite stood with the Navy in relation to 
securing more business- He recalled that they both did see 
Senator PGPD in the Senator** office at which time the Senator 
said he would look into Kite 's re quest . and added that he was 
always happy to see constituents. I r — — ^called that this 

was ft hrl &t .meeting after which (IwTl [left the Senator 

att<i| I alone together and the two . men c ont inued conversing 



i 
i 



b6 



-2- r ' ; 

NY 58-1482 

together and 



believed that" he \ and the Senator talked 



about the. Congo and also United- States. foreign aid. 



stated that to the best of his knowledge 
this was me oniy occasi on on ^hi ch he visited Senator COBB* s ""' : 
office in the company o$ l 1 or anyone else . from Mite • 'fie. 

Stated that he had no knowledge whatsoever concerning any . 
fflnnp^r in the amount of $2,000} $3*000 or any other amount which 



presented or intended to present- to the Senator or any 

or tne senator's staff as a contribution^ He stated that he - 
definitely never RnnVn ftn anyone on the Senator ! s staff to tell 
that person that ] [ was contributing any amount of money* 

He added that he is well-knovm in Senator DODP's office 
because he has visited that office on numerous occasions, and 
he did not believe it possible that any of the Senator's staff 
members could mistake him for anyone else* He did not know; : - : 
how anyone, could possibly receive, the impression ' that he had 
made such a statement regarding a contribution by 



because he knew, he had never made such a statement ana knew 
nothing of such an incident ♦ 



• After furnishing the above information J r 
stated that he then recalled that he believed (FNDT 



left something in the ^enator^ of flee at the time or the above 



visit and he, 



was under the impression that this w&s 



evaluation. 

Senator's Starr at;., that time, and one of 



Jrec ailed that| 



review all such memoranda ffcrrthe Senatoi 1 , .: HS Believed that 



as on the 
jobs was to 



might recall the above memoranda contained in the white 
£m/elope* 



some bulky . memoranda contained In a white envelope ♦ .He . believed 
that thi$; ^memoranda contained information concerning Mite . which 
would aid th e Senator or his staff in securing t he requested ■ 



NY : 5 8,1 1 8 2, : ; 



by SA__ 

• New York: . 



The, f ftli'nwi np ^investigation, was conducted: , 

on April 28;" 19 66 , at. New York, - 



, • Secretary, Cleary, Gottlieb, 
li-ppTi anrf" Hamiitnn^.^ftftrn'fl^gj 5 2 Wall Street , advised thai:.. 

. , | is presently attending fcu&iness meetings '/J' 

at Denver, Colorado,. and is staying at the Brown. Palace: ' 
Hotel in Denver. He is . due. to. arrive. in San Francisco, - 
California, the morning' of April 29, ;i9'66, but his hotel. , '' 
accommodat ions and itinerary after April- 29 , 19 66 , are : .un-. f 
known at this time. becaus£_aLJii£^ constant travel status* • 

| stated that is- 'ekpected to return to 

NeW York on May t.,. 196 6 . ■ ' •; . :. 



j b7C 




i - 



# 



5/5/66 



i 



/ 



AIRTEL 



1 - Mr, Garvey (Guidance) 
1 - FOF 

1 - Mr. Frankenf ield 



To: SAC, Boston (58-310) 

from: Director, fit (3S*6i57) ^ f \ { / 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODfcftEC- 47 



OOI 

<OO:W*0) 



•fteuxairtel dated 5/3/66. 



For your information and future guidance, persons 
interviewed under oath should be placed under oath at the 
beginning of the interview rather than at the conclusion. 
In this manner, all information furnished by the interviewee 
will be under oath even though he does not desire to furnish 
a sworn signed statement. You should insure that all investi- 
gative and supervisory personnel in your office are fully 
aware of the foregoing. 



Tolsort — . 
De Loach „ 
Mohr . — . — 

Wick 

Cos per — 
Callahan ■ 
Conrgd — 

Fell 

Gdle 



Rosen 

Sjlhvan 

Tavct -— — 
Trotter •■ i 
Te)o* F\oj>rn , 

Holmes . 

Candy 



VAF:gfs^ 
(6) > 





MAIL ROOM 



FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 



% 



i 



FBI 

Date: 5"3"66 



Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 



Via 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 



(3 



he 
hie 



TO : DIRECTOR/ FBI (58-6157) 
FROM : SAC, BOSTON (58-319.) 



SUBJECT: 



o 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF 
INTEREST. 
(00: WFO) 



Re report of SA I fl ated 4-28-66, 

at Boston, and Bureau airtel to Boston dated 5-2-66. 

was not Interviewed under oath 



on 4-28- 66, in view of fact information furnished by 
I | was negative in Agent's judgment. Agent did not 



flflnaj rier it necessary and in view of this did not place 
| I under oath. SA I I being scored with form 

error. 

Tnmii rv at Suncook. New Hampshire, 5-3-66, 
determined I p resently traveling in 

Vermont. Due to return to Concord, N. H. area, late PM 
of 5-3-66; and fly to Washington, .D. C, early AM of 5-4-66. 



WFO interview^ 



referenced Bureau airtel. 

■ ■ ... - : . ' . , 

, 3-Bureau 
*2-WF0 (58-995) 

1 -Boston :" 

THH: jms 

(6) 



| re lead set out in 



< 



±1 



'A 

A 



■ ■■IHIIIII^I I 



Approved: 



ppe</i€l Agent in Charge 



Sent 




FD-3& (Rev. ^-22-64) 



W ■ Mr. 



FBI 

Date: 5/4/66 



I 



Transmat .the following in 



Via 



(Type in plaintext or code) ■ 



AIRTEL 



(Priority) 



I 



f T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (58-61-57) 

Fi<Oh: SAC, WFO (58-995) (P) 

SENATOR THOMAS J. i)OD£> 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST ; 
(00: WFO) 



Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Wick- i-L- 

Mr. Casper : 

Mr. Cailahan,.v-.- 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Felt, 

T. vj&>6 ,_^^t,L 

scn...,y.._ 

l . Sullivan _ 

Mr. TaveL;^_ 

Mr. Trotter 

Teie. Room.- ~. 

Miss Gaudy ^. 



On 5/3/66,f 



confidentially advised 



af*-3*T of WFO as follows: 

• He has learned JACK ^ANDERSON arid associate[ 



DO 

b7i 



have gathered ext ensive background data of a derogatory 
nature concerning! 



against anlpEKSUN in- connection -witn tnetrt or senator ukjDW s 
records ; In addition to developing information concerning 
mental instability, ANDERSON allegedly has learned 
Ihas dated FBI Agents and police of ficers ANDERSON 



based on 



may possibly write a column discrediting 
derogatory information developed by him and further claim 
the FBI could no t conduct an impartial investigation in 
view of 



(3)~ Bureau 
1 ~ tfFO 

RlK; jms 
(4) 

AIRTEL 



alleged association with FBI Agents. 

■• ■ ■ 

■.'*■■ . ■ . . • • . ' 





:-vFO 5.8-995 



stated ne wanted to bring. this matter to the attention ' 
of the FBI in view of his- deep admiration of the Bureau.. 

/ibove allegation apparently refers to information 
previously furnished by ANDERSON to- FBI rel ative to 
alleged misconduct by Buagents with I 1 This allegation 

was reso lved by a sworn signed statement dated 4/12/66 
in which | | stated that she had "not been intimate with 

any J?BI yigents anywhere, anytime or. anyplace, ". 



2 



r 



V.*: nJ*.. 



6 



ST- 




May 2, 1966 



a 

/ 



Binghamton, New York 13903 



Deai 



•i Is- 



=3 



Your letter of April 27th, with enclosure, has 

been received. 

You may be assured this Bureau is ever aware of 
its responsibilities, and it will continue to make every effort to 
discharge its obligations with thoroughness, dispatch and impar- 
tiality. The statements made to the effect that this Bureau has 
mishandled its investigation of the Dodd matter are absolutely 
untrue. 




Sincerely yours, 

J . Edgar Hoover 




4> 



To I son — 
DeLaoch . 

Mohr 

Wick 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Buf iles . Jack Anderson 
offered to turn over to the FBI all of Senator Dodd's records in his 
possession. Upon departmental authorization, these documents were 
photographed and sent to the Department where they were reviewed. 
The Department also requested the FBI to make inquiries to determine 
whether any Government documents were stolen from Senator Dodd's 
office. The results of our inquiries have been made available to the 
Department, arid additional investigation has been requested. 



Casper 

Conrad 

Foil 

Gole 



DFC:des 



floscn 
Sullivan — . 

Tavel — 

T roller — — 
Tele. Room 

Holne^ 

Candy 
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IT; f[\. 




ETVPE UNIT 




^56^ 

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



Apr. 27 - 1966 



Dear Mr. Hoover, 



This enclosed column by Drew 
Pearson is the latest on the Sen. Dodd 
scandalL It is strange that the FBI 
I should side with this corrupt senator 
'against innocent employee's. 




IVAN 
MRVvT v AVEL . 
MR. TROTTER • 

MR, JON ESN- 

TEL E. ROOM — 



MISS HOLMES - 



MISS G AN DY 



\ If these accusations are false, why MRS,METCALF 
lhasn't the F. B. I. said so ? If they are 

true then heaven help the average 

American citizen. 




Binghamton, N. Y. / 2> 1 * 3 



COPY:nm 






Drew Pearson 



Police state 
harassment 



WASHINGTON— This column is supposed to report what goes 
on behind the scenes in Washington, so here is a report on what 
has been going on behind the scenes in the Sen, Tom Dodd invests 
i gation. 

i Early m our development of this story, Jack Anderson notified 

J the FBI that we had certain important documents pertaining to the 
ethics of a key senator, and invited the FBI around to study and 

? evaluate the documents, 

Mr. Anderson, I might add, not having been around Washing- 
ton as long as I, labors under the impression that the FBI is anx- 

: ious to root cut and suppress wrong-doing wherever it may be- 
even in high places. 

The FBI, therefore, with Mr. Andersen's cooperation, photo- 
graphed every scrap of- evidence we had. When some of the photos 

; didn't develop clearly, the FBI even came back and rephoto- 
graphed. 

No questions about Dodd 

Jack had also been working with half a dozen prospective wit- 
nesses, all former Dodd employes, to teU the FBI. what they knew 
: of Dodd r s misconduct. These were young people who had been 
shocked at what was happening in Dodd's office and departed. 
1 They felt under moral obligation to report what was happening. 

Mr. Anderson offered to produce these witnesses, no strings at- 
tached, for the FBI. 

The fi-m en called o n the witnesses all rig ht w fljdall flffr a 
. smgie question/ab Qi?? PS£Q?i s con d uct, whether he had divert ed 
f unds from testi menial dinners to his own pocket and whether^ h e 
ha d acted on behalf of 3 foreign a^ent t _Gen. Julius Klein , 
i Instead, theJjfBI cross-examined these young people a bout th e 
i alleged theft of SoffiTs documents. They Ma h^klml WMi a bout 
i o ttwr stuites JaTK mrtex Tl to 1 had Wr itten, 'including hCT we 
got -the uuuubllyheTI "manuscript of the Cosa Nostra squealer, Joe 
Valachi, What this had to do with the Dodd case is hard to ex- 
plain, but the FBI didn't try to explain it. 

These witnesses are clean-cut young men and women, who be- : 
lieve senators are not above the Law and that it should not be ; 
against the law to document corruption charges against a U.S. sen- ■ 
' atcT. They are not disgruntled employes who came running to us 
with information against their boss. We sought them out; it took 
weeks to persuade them that their first loyalty should be to their - 
country/ not to Dodd. 

Firings and threats of firings 

As fa st, as the FBT discovered the identity o f the witn esses, j 
' th ey were bullied andC badgered, noun fej^ aWl^ass ed. OneJ&st 
hisTjo^j on a Bouse committee; the news of his dismissal came • 



om Dodd's office. Another, who decided it was his duty lo.testify 
against Dodd, felt it improper to remain in Dodd's office. Since 
submitting his resignation, he has been unable to find another job. 
Others have had their jobs threatened. 

One woman, seven months pregnant, was grilled by Bgenis for 
three hours. 

Agents hauled so^e wif^^ ri flM into Prod's flff ira for 
c ross-examination and behaved as if they were wo rking for th^i 
; senator. Other witnesses were alternated soft-soaped and threa-! 
. teneTwith federal prosecution. 

I have been a round\ Washington a long time, but have never 1 
' sew such an ex^xn^e.pf,.itoiice^te.opMatioi^. '•"tiiill ' 



5/4/66 



GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



The informations^! 



orth in the 

is * 



attached concerning! 
not new to us. On 4/7/66 Jack Ander- 
son advised , Washington Pif>ld Off i 

(WF6) that 



alleged further that a source of his 
(whom he declined to identify) learne 1 



from f 




be 

b7C 



-U- 



^' V7- /?6<? 






\ 





be 

b7C 




May 3, 1966 




Portland, Oregon 97219 
Dear 



bo -* 

2 -;r 



received. 



Your letter of April 20th, with enclosure, has been 



n 



3J 



f i 



Yon may be assured that this Bureau is ever aware 
of its rt sensibilities, and it will continue to make every effort to 
dischur^ its obligations with the highest degree of thoroughness, 
irapamauty and dispatch. The statements made to the effect 
that the FBI mishandled its investigation of the Dodd matter are 
absolutely untrue. 



Sincerely yours, 

J B Edgar Hoovec 



tVlAY 3 1966 



} 




Tolson 

DeLoach - 

Mohr ~ 

Wick 

Cospcr — 
Callahan . 

Conrad 

Felt 

Cole 



NOTE: Upon departmental authorization records of Senator Dodd which were 
in Jack Anderson's possession were obtained. The Department also requested 
the FBI to determine whether any government documents were stolen from 
Senator Dodd f s office* The results of our inquiries have been made available 
to the Department, znd additional investigation has been requested. In 1947 
(Correspondent wa'sgmvestigated as a departmental applicant. There is nothing 
derogatory concerning her in Bufiles* 



rogatory concerning her in Buj 

ft HI ?*L " W 8*?*V 
DFC:rlf 



'Ms 



Rosen 
SulJjvcm — 
Tovel — * 

Troiiei 1— 

Tele, ftoonv 
Holmes 
Gondv - 



UNIT 




. E>0-6 *• * 

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTI^^ON 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF^RsTlCE 




Portland, Oregon 
97219 

April 29, 1966 



Dear Sir: 



I am enclosing a clipping that 
appeared in my Oregon Journal 
April 27. It is shocking 

I hope you can write me some- 
thing that will restore my faith in the 
integrity of FBI employees in / 
Washington, D. C. / 

Very truly yours, 



MR. CASPER 
MR. C ALL AH AN 



MR. GAL 
MR. ROS 
MR. SUL 
MR. TAV 
MR. TROTTER - 

MR. JONES 

TELE. ROOM 

MISS HOLMES 

MRS. METCALF 
MISS G AN DY 





End. 



COPY:nm 



. A- f ■ 




O 
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0- rfl # $ 
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Dodd Witnesses' 
Harassed By FBI 

7 n -r.f . J- — — — 



By DREW PEARSON 

WASHINGTON - This col- 
umn is supposed to report 
what goes on behind the 
scenes in Washington, so 
here is a report on what has 
been going on behind the 
scenes in the Sen. Tom 
Dodd investigation. 

Early in our development 
of this story, Jack Anderson 
notified the FBI that we had 
certain important docu- 
ments pertaining to the eth- 
ics of a key senator, and 
invited the FBI around to 
study and evaluate the docu- 
ments. 

Mr. Anderson, I might 
add, not having been around 
Washington as long as I, la- 
bors under the impression 
that the FBI is anxious to 
root out and suppress 
wrong-doing wherever it 
may be— even in high 
places. 

THE FBI, therefore, with 
Mr. Anderson's cooperation, 
photographed every scrap of 
evidence we had. When 
some of the photos didn't 
develop clearly, the FBI 
even came back and ' re- 
photographed. 

Jack had also been work- 
1 ing with half a dozen 
I prospective witnesses, all 
former Dodd employes, to 
; tell the FBI what they knew 
; of Dodd's misconduct. These 
were young people who had 
been shocked at what was 
happening in Dodd's office 
and departed. They felt un- 
der moral obligation to re- 
port what was happening, 

Mr. Anderson offered to 
produce these witnesses, no 
strings attached, for the 
FBI. 

The G-men called on the 
witnesses all right, but 
didn't ask a single question 
about Dodd, his conduct, 
whether he had diverted 
funds from testimonial din- 
ners to his own pocket and 
whether he had acted on be- 
half of a foreign agent, Gen, 
JUiius Klein. ■ 



* -3NS$EA D, the F BI cross- 
examined these young peo- 
pie about the alleged theft 
of Dodd's documents. They 
also heckled them about oth- 
j er stories Jack Anderson 
| and I had written, including 
i how we got the unpublished 
manuscript of the Cosa Nos- 
I tra squealer, Joe Valachi. 
I What this had to do with the 
I Dodd case is hard to ex- 
plain, but Jhe FBI didn't try 
s to explain it 

These witnesses are clean- 

!cut young men and women, 
who . believe senators are 
, not above the law and thafc 
;i|it should not be against the 
law to document corruption 
charges against a U.S. senal 
L.ten\ _TTiey^are._riot .. dtagrun?_ 



. ti ed empl oyes ^^c^me 
running to us w' nforma- 
| tton against theit^bss: We 1 
sought them out; it took 
- weeks to persuade them 
i that their first loyalty 
i should be to their country, 
• not to Dodd* 

However, the public can 
, judge for itself these wit- 
1 nesses if they are ever giv- 
en a chance to testify. 

AS FAST as the FBI dis- 
covered the identity of the 1 
1 witnesses, they were bullied j 
, and badgered, hounded and ! 

harassed. One lost his job j 
; on a House committee; the ! 
| news of his dismissal came ! 
' from Dodd's office. Another, | 
who decided it was his duty | 
to testify against Dodd, felt i 
; it improper to remain in ! 
Dodd's office. Since submit- ; 
. ting his resignation, he has 
been unable to find another 
job. Others have had their 
jobs threatened: 
One woman, seven months 
. pregnant, was grilled by 
agents for three hours* 
; Another Senate employe, 
; who simply had been gossip- 
' ing about the case, hardly 
: got back to his office before 
; the G-men descended upon 
! him and pumped him to find 
' out what he knew. 
! Agents hauled some wit- j 
i nesses right into Dodd's of- ! 
\ fice for cross-examination j 
j and behaved as if they were j 
working for the senator, s 
Other witnesses were alter- j 
; n a t e I y soft-soaped and j 
• threatened with federal | 
: prosecution. \ 

I have been around Wash- 
\ ington a long time, but have 
; never seen such an example 
j- of police-state operation. 

SUCH Investigations, of 
course, do, not happen by 
accident. They usually go 
beyond the attorney gener- 
al, Mr. Katzenbach, an aw- 
fully nice guy, but a bit 
wishy-washy when it comes 
\ to standing up to the White 
: House or the Senate Judici- 
; ary Committee of which Tom 
Dodd is a member, '• 
Such is part of the inside j 
s tory of w hat goe s on in ; 
I Was hington/ » ^1 
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FROM 



SUBJE( : 



501 0-1 06 

OSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 '^^^4^ 

UNITED STATES GOVE^MENT 

Memorandum 



■ Mr. Wic 




IP & 
SENATOR THOMAS «j. DODD 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



On May 2, 1966, in response to a telephonic request that an FBI 
representative stop by the office of the S enate Committee on Sta ndards and 




Conduct, SA David W. Bowers called on 
the staff of this Committee. 



] Chief Counsel of the Committee 



JLntroduced Bowers to 



a member of 



L 



anded Bowers a Xerox copy of an item titled 

They pointed out there appears 



"True Copy of Statement by 

to have been portions of the original statement which have been blocked out on 
each of the three, pages of the document. Some of the blocked-out material can 
be read and they wanted to know if the FBI Laboratory could possibly develo 
the blocked-out material so that it all could be read. 



pointed out the document is almost important 
I one in the investigation which the Committee currently is conducting regarding 
Senator Dodd, and they stated it was of par ticular importancerto determine if 



the document has been altered, 
establishing the Senate Committee on Stan 



1st; 
aar 



stated that Senate Resolution 338 
ds and Conduct autHorizes the 




Committee to use the services and facilities of any Executive -Branch department 
jor agency with prior consent of the department or agency. - r 

In vi ew of the recommendation w hich the Director approved in the 



memorandum from | | dated April 29, 1966, captioned 

as above^that any requests from this Com piittee for informa tion from our files 

ere told that their 
A 



lati 
> 



be referred to the Department of Justice, 

request should be submitted to the Department of Justice tor consideration, 
copy of the document which they desire examined is enclosed 




RECOMMENDATION: 



^ncloiure 
1 - Mr a DeLoach 
DWB:j'a|K8) 



r 



1.5 
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s 



i \ 
i * 

ii 



X 




1 



TRUE COPY OP STATEMENT; BY., 



•'• •> • • * • * ■' .- '.. •■ '.' !"• . ■' -"" • 1' ■.■ *. ' 



::::;v r b7c i 
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• ■ . ( ... _ _ - • _ ..^ >•■• , . 
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I. 



"March 24, 1966 



_ \MAKE this voluntary. 

STATEMENT TO JAKES' J , LYNCH WHO HAS IDENTIFIED .. 
HIMSELF TO ME AS A PRIVATE '/ InVESTIOATOR, . LICENSED 

a 7 ras State of New York,'/ No threats or promises 

HAVE BEEN MADE TOME AND I AM AWARE THAT ANY STATE- 
MENT I MAKE MAY.. BE USED IN A COURT OF LAW, 



if 1 



•i 
.1 



I AM OVErZ 



AND. PRESENTL Y RES IDE AT 
I AM 



lOF agf.* sryffr.g 



BUT A T THE PRESEN T 



1, 



Vr ..^ 



I 

1/ 



.-■ \ • > ■ A /...; ^ ? 7- 



■••*. ?. ■ . ■. ■ 



]_£oa_ 



EMPLOYED AS I 

WHOSE OFFICE IS LOCATED At\_ 

Washington, ,D. C. , 



3V-;.- 



I i/ffr.r, ^cgffftrtfTF|D i/rrff ^acj^mdMrsan, 



IE 




Nr. Anderson hap 



AND 

FORMERLY SHARED OFFFCE SPACE WITH 
BUT NOW HAS HIS OWN OFFICE WHICH IS ALSO LOCATED 

at 1612 X Street, N/W, Washington,]), C. 



v b7C 



[ 



Jff^S v4 ZeROX MACHINE IN ' 



n l o u^ 1 / i LJi wn i i»n run l i i u Aire * jiiviJiLrta i/iv un 

I | ro eras jir j/rt.z. during the 


WHOLE TIME THAT 




OFFICE. 





On the last Sunday afaTrn oon in June of 

1965 j I RECEIVED A PHONE CA LL FROM\ \ANDj 
SHE SAID THAT SHE WAS At\ 



OFFICE / ^ 



PHOTOCOPYING SOME MATERIAL AND THE ZEROX MACHINE 
HAD BROKEN DOWN. SHE ASKED IF I COULD COME OVER 
AND REPAIR THE MACHINE. I SAID THAT I WO ULD BUT 
BEFORE GOING OVER, I C j\LLKD\ \ TO BE 

SURE THAT HE HAD GIVEN 



J PERMISSION TO USE 



HIS OFFICE. 

A FRIE ND OF MINE WHO W AS WITH ME AT THAT 



I 

TIME DROVE ME T0\ I OFFICE AND REMAINED 

WITH ME AT THE OFFICE. \ [ wAS WAITING FO R ME 



AND SHE HAD A MAN WITH HER WHO SHE INTRODUCED AS [_ 
BUT I DO NOT RECALL HIS LAST NA ME. I SUB SEQUENTLY 
LEARNED THAT- THIS MAN*S N AME T S. \ [ ALTHOUGH 
THAT IS NOT THE NAME THA t \ \ INTRODUCED HIM AS. 



] 



THEN TOLD ME THAT SHE HAD A 



PILE OF CORRESPONDENCE TO BE PHOTOCOPIED AND SHE 
SAID THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE HAD TO BE RETURNED 
TO THEIR PROPER' PLACE THAT NIGHT . '- 

I WAS ABLE' TO REPAIR THE ZEROX MACHINE ^AND^ 
I , PHOTOCOPIED A .FEW SHEETS OF CORRESPONDENCE FOR^ 




m 



J 



J2ff: INTERVIEWS OF 



3/28/66 



"I IMMEDIATELY REALIZED THAT THIS MATERIAL WAS . 
CORRESPONDENCE FILES OF SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD. 



t i THEN TOOK OVER THE 

WORKING OF THE ZEROX MACHINE AND THEY PHOTOCOPIED ALL 
THE REMAINING CORRESPONDENCE OF SENATOR DODD/ I , 
WOULD ESTIMATE THAT AT LEAST ONE THOUSAND (lOOO) 
SHEETS WERE PHOTOCOPIED., I DO NOT RECALL ANY 
SP ECIFIC LETTERS BUT ALL OF THE MATERIAL PHOTOCOPIED \ 
BY \ \ WERE LETTERS TO SENATOR DODD QR^ m 

COPIES , OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM HIM. 



After I initially, repaired th e Zerox 
Machine, my friend drove me back home. 



HOWEVER* CALLED ME BACK TO THE OFFICE AT LEAST 

THREE OTHER TIMES MORE THAT DAY TO REPAIR THE MACHINE. 

i . . 

Either l ate that ntght or the following . • 



MORNING I INFORMED 
WHICH 



THA T - THE MA TER I A L 



HAD PHOTOCOPIED WAS THE. 



CORRESPONDENCE FILES OF SENATOR DODD AND 
SEEMED QUITE CONCERNED. 

I HAVE READ THIS STATEMENT CONSISTING OF- ' 
ONE AND TWO-THIRDS . PAGES AND XT r IS TRUE TO THE BEtST 
OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. X V /^;>;-^ 




A/I 



Witnessed bv ' James J. L^mnh ■ a/fi/fifi' \v /(signed ) : 

^/8/66] ; ;^(;&lgaed) 



i 



May 2, 1966 



.fp-42 




E '. 5>7C 




West Chester, Pennsylvania 1938U 

Pea rl 1 

Your letter of April 26th has been received, and 
I can appreciate the interest which prompted you to write. 

You may be assured this Bureau is aware of its 
responsibilities, and it will continue to make every effort to dis- 
charge its obligations with thoroughness, dispatch and impartiality. 
The statements made to the effect that this Bureau has mishandled 
its investigation of the Dodd matter are absolutely untrue. 

Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar, Hooves 



NOTE: Our last outgoing to correspondent was dated 2-23-62 and there is' 
nothing derogatory concerning her. The Philadelphia Office conducted a fi 
check on her when she requested information on what traits the Director 
thought most important to teach a child. She was given permission to quot 
the Director's reply. Jack Anderson offered to turn over to the FBI all of 
Senator Dodd's records in his possession. Upon departmental authorizatio| 
these documents were photographed and sent to the Department where they'i 
were reviewed. The Department also requested the FBI to make inquiries' 
determine whether any Government documents were stolen from Senator 
Dodd's office. The results of our inquiries have been made available to the- 
Departmeniand addiUonal^vesti^i^n'ha#.^een requested. j 





DFC:mel.,,(3) 

pp- - 
fi MAY 19 1968" 
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West Chester, Penna. 
April 26, 1968 



F.B.i. 

Washington, D.C. 

To Whom It May Concern: 




Mr. DeLo's 

Mr. Caspe 
Mr. CaltaJ 
Mr. Cont< 
Mr. Fe^4 

Mr/r 

Mrf Tavel 
Mr. Trott 
Tele. Rooq 

.s^ Gam 



I just can't believe the P.B.I- has becoine tainted as ^ 
newspapers are reporting your lack of -honesty in handling the 00 - ! ■ --L 
Dodd case. 



The public (Mr* and Mrs. taxpayer) is forced by law, 
and frequently a sense of honesty, to live within his income 
(no easier for us than a senator) and to pay his taxSs and 
to fulfill his responsibilities as an American citizen. 
This double^standard — between us and "them " is disgusting, & 
dishonest and above all undemocratic. 

There is no better fon of government for Americans than 
democracy. But what needs to be done is to start practicing 
democracy, AND TOO ARE THE GUARDIANS OP OUR WAY OF LIPE? 
I always thought the Justice Department and the F.B.I, kept 
all of us in tow. Every time I'm in a public meeting where 
we pledge allegiance to the flag, I say to myself "What a 
farce, we might just as well say Yankee Doodle to the flag 
for all the heart-felt meaning those words have today. 

Let's all get behind our Bill of Rights and ouf Pledge 
of Allegiance and when we say "liberty and justice for all " 
lets mean justice for the Senator Dodds as well as for us 
little people. We try to teach our children hon®s.t.y and then 
when current events are discussed In school , what ■£ sample do 
they see from the so-called leaders of our "great country." 

No wonder the image of America is not so great In t>ther 
countries . Men like Senator Dodd and Bobby Baker do so much 
harm and yet Washington says ''hush-hush Ir and just takes a 
bucket and brush and covers it up with a thin coating of white 

REC-42 ^g^/fT^ 

As a parent and citizen, I a m indeed burned ,up. Poor "1 
old I "l and a few others musi h& v „ 

pretty di sapooini: edN_n l^sVdp ^ §[415 



1966 



ft- 



Deeply disturbed, 



hi. 



Hay 5, 1966 
BY LIAISON 



Honorable Marvin Watson 

Special Assistant to the President 

the White House 

Washington, B. C. 

Dear Mr. Watson: 



Mr . DeLoach 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Mai ley ' 

Mr. Walters 

Mr. Frankenfield 

Mr. Wick 



W ■ 



WAF 




this 1» to advise you that an investigation is . . 
being conducted by this Bureau at the request of the 
Attorney General into possible violations of the Conflict 
of Interest Statutes by san^tor linana^ $<&aiiti. specific 
phases of the investigation desired were outlined by the 
Department of justice. 

One phase of this investigation concerns an allega- 
tion that Senator Dodo* received between $2,000 and $3,000 
la cash for assisting the Bite Corporations New Haven, Con- 
necticut, in its efforts to sell teleprinters to the armed 
services. . • • 

information has been received indicating that 
Senator Dodd communicated with Mr. Jack J. Valentl, Special 
Assistant to the President, in February, 1965, on behalf of 
the Mite Corporation concerning its efforts to sell tele* 
printers to the Department of the Navy* Consequently, it 
will be necessary that Special Agents of this Bureau inter- 
view Mr. Valentl with respect to his knowledge of tl 

* atte * ? ; HEC30 

This is being brought to your attention as a 
matter «f possible interest to the President. It ajaoMw 6 1966 
being brought to" tM^ attention of the Attorney General 
with the advice that Mr. Vaie^tfwili be interviewedr^- — 




Sincerely your; 



NOTE: 




See cover memo Rosen to De Loach, WAF;ba, '5/5/66, 
"SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, CONFLICT OF INTEREST 




captioned 
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Airtel 



*ay 5, 1966 



1 - Mr. Frankenf ield 



To: SAC, *FO (58-995 



3J* 



Director, FBI <58-6157>-$ 



SKHATOR THOttAS J. 
COl 

00; WTO 



BeWTOairtel dated 5*4*66 request tag authority to 
Interview Deputy Attorney General Bun**? Clark in connection 
with the Phillip Eevine phase of this invest igat ion, 

this will confirm authority to conduct this interview 
as telephonically furnished to WO on 5-5*66, tn, line 
with these inetructions # you should insure that this 
interview ia well planned and handled by nature and 
experienced personnel, Bureau is to be advised pronptly 
following couplet ion of t hi© interview. 

w^Firmr a k) ' . . ■ 

(4) /^ ' - .'• ; 

NOTE * 

' Authority for conducting this intervi ew was 

telephonically given to Supervisor! .—J.^?' 
on the afternoon of 5-5-66 by SAW. A. Frankeni xeld . 



I 



Tolson 

DeLc-uch . 

Mohr 

Wick 

Casper 
Callohan . 

Conrgd 

Fell 

Gala 

Rosen — 
Sullivan - 

Tqvc! 

Troucr 
TcJe. Roo 
Holmes 
Gncdy - 



MAY 6-1966 





V'/^ffefi^ev. 5-22-64) 



* 



FBI 

". Date: .5/4/66 



Transmit ti >e following in 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



Via 



AIRTEI. 



(Priority) 




-St 



Mr. Tolson 
Mr. Depo* 

Mrv Lasp* 
Mr* Callahan 
Mr* Conrad 
Mr. Pelt. 
Mr, Gale_ 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Sullivan, 

Mr, Tavel 

lllr. Trotter^ 
Tele, Roora_ 

Mi as Holmes , 

Miss G&f 






TO: DIR3CT0R, FBI (58-6157) 

FROM: SAC, \WO( 53^995) (P) 

SENATOR THOMAS J . DODD \ 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 0 
(00:Y/FO) 

ReTTFOairtel 5/l/6<S, and Bureau airtel, 5/3/66* 
PHILLIP LEVINS 

REED COZ ART, Pardon Attorney, Department of 
Justice, interviewed 5/4/66, and furnished sworn signed 
statement that even though PHILLIP LEVINE's pardon application 
was submitted as an enclosure to a letter from, Senator 
DODD, it was routinely handled and would have been acted 
upon favorably had LEVIN mailed the application to the 
Pardon Attorney Office, Final action was expedited by 
the follow up interest of Senator DODD's Office when 
Deputy Attorney General RAMSEY CLARK, then Department ^ 
Liaison with Congress on 5/27/65, advised COZART / 
that he had received an inquiry from Senator pODD's office ' n#r'i 
as to status of case, COZ ART stated the case was ready 
for action and although no request was made by RAMSEY CLARK 
to expedite the case to the Attorney General *s (AG's) 
Office, he pulled the file and had a letter prepared for 
the AG's signature and fo rwarded the L EVINS file, with other 
files, being forwarded to | | Executive Assistant 



v^) - Bureau 
3 - V/FO 



0 




Special. Agent in Change 



WO 58-995 

to the AG, who reviews clemency matters in the AG's Office. . 
COZART stated he is certain the nature of the action in this case 
was in no way influenced by interest of anyone and that 
final action which was expedited is not unusual because 
action at this stage is frequently expedited by the interest 
of members of Congress, attorneys, welfare agencies and even . 
the petitioners themselves whenever they, the petitioners, 
\can show some urgency exists. V 

Review of LEVINE file entitled ^Application for 
Executive Clemency" contained ho information indicating, other 
than routine handling. , / 

From information available it appears that NICHOLAS 
deB, KATZENBACK signature appears in the role of his official 
duties and no reason exist to contact the AG» 

In view. of the inquiry made by the office of 
Senator DODD to RAMSEY, Deputy Attorney General, who was 
Department Liaison with Congress, as to the status of the 
LEVINS case, Bureau's permission is being requested for 
approval of interview of RAMSEY CLARK. 



4 



- ^ 5/5/66 

^ GE^RAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



the attached concerns a fourth 
phase of possible Conflict of Interest 
on the part of Senator Dodd which the 
Department has requested us to fully 
investigation* This phase relates to 
allegations that Dodd, at the request 
of Sydney*Sy!5on (a New London, ^on^ 
necticut/ furniture dealer), contacted 
the^D^partment several times in an 
effort to assist Phillip Levine (a 
close friend of Symon's who had been 
convicted of income tax evasion) to 
obtain a Presidential pardon-. Drew 
Pearson has alleged that Symon gave 
Dodd free wall-to-wall carpeting for 
his home. 

If approved, the Washington Field 
Office will be authorized to interview 
Deputy Attorney General Ramsey Clark 
with respect to his contact by Dodd 
in this matter. 



WAF:b 



V 
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MCLOSUBE 



\ 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTJG^I 
<J. S DEPARTMENT OF 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

MAY 5 1966^ 

TECETYB 



FBI NEW HAVEN 

5- 24PM URGENT 5/5/66 RJC 

TO DIRECTOR (58-6157)* WFO (58-99 5)*NEWARK (58-546) 
FROM NEW HAVEN (58-134) 




Mr. Tolson— 
Mr. DeLoacl 
Mr. Mohr — 
Mr. Wick — 



Mr. Casper 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Conrad— — 

Mr. Felt — 

Mr. Gale — 



SENATOR THOMAS 



jOdodd« GO I . 



Mr. Ros< 
Mr. Suilivai 
Mr. Tavel^- 
Mr. Trotter- 
Tele. Room— 
Miss Hoto 

Miss G©"^ 

b6 

._Jb7C 




REREP SA 



J MAY FOUR LAST* NEW HAVEN* AND 



NEWARK TELETYPE MAY FOUR LAST. 

RE R. HENRY NIELSEN PHASE. /, 

RETEL REFERS TO TELEPHONE CALL RECEIVED BY* 



FORMER BRANCH MANAGER* SBA* HARTFORD* FROM UNIDENTIFIED 
PERSON IN DODD*S OFFICE LATE JANUARY SIXTYTWO* WHEN LATTER 
REQUESTED EXTENSION ON PAYMENTS OF NIELSEN LOAN. 



REREP* UNDER REVIEW OF SBA FILE* IDENTIFIES INQUIRY RECORD 



DATED FEB. TWO* SIXTYTWO* WHICH STATES| | FORMER 

EXECUTIVE ASST. TO DODD* CALLED* SBA OFFICE FEB. TWO* SI&TYTWQ 

ON SAID MATTER. PERSON RECEIVING CALL NOT IDENTIFIED BUT PRESUMED 



TO HAVE BEEN 



IN VIEW OF .LATTER »S STATEMENTS ON 



INTERVIEW BY. NEWARK. 



WHO IN SIXTYONE* AS LOAN OFFICER IN SBA* 



fe- 



ll r i 

T^O COPIES 




a MAY 6 1966 



RAGE TWO 

HANDLED N I EL SEN • SYQUEST FOR DEFERMENT OF LdQ PAYMENTS, TODAY-. 
FINISHED SWORN SIGNED STATEMENT" IN WHICH STATED NEVER CONTACTED 
BY DODD OR. LATTER »S REPRESENTATIVE AND NEVER ADVISED BY; SBA 
EMPLOYEES THAT DODD INTERESTED* IN NIELSEN LOAN. 

ALLEGED STATEMENT TO NIELSEN IN APRIL 



he 

b7C 



REGARDING 



SIXTYTWO THAT LOAN SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN GRANTED, WHICH CAUSED 



TO BE CALLED TO NEW YORK REGIONAL OFFICE, THIS MATTER RE- 
FERRED TO IN NIELSENS UNSIGNED' STATEMENT SET FORTH REREP AND 
NIELSEN *S LETTER TO DODD APRIL SEVENTEEN, SIXTYTWO, COPY OF WHICH 
SUBMITTED AS ENC TO REPORT. ' ^ 



OFFICE, NOT ASSIGNED IN HARTFORD UNTIL 



PRESENT DIRECTOR, HARTFORD SBA REGIONAL 

a ■ n< • ■ 



RESIGNED IN 



MAY SIXTYTWO. 



NO FURTHER INQUIRIES CONTEMPLATED PRESENT TIME AS TO 



•:y . ... 



NIELSEN PHASE INSTANT INVESTIGATION* 
END 

WA 5 JXM 

I 

FBI* WASH DC* 

f 



BUREAU CF INVESTIGATION 
y. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE M 

COMMUNICATIONS*SECTIQN% 

MAY 5 1966 





TELETYPE 

5/5/66 JLC 



FBI JACKSVLE 
:53 PM EST URGENT 

DIRECTOR C 58-61 57), WFO CS8-9W AND COLUMBIA 

IP 



JACKSONVILLE <SS-56> <RUC> 



0 . 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD* COX. WFO 00. BUDED MAY; NE#T. 



Mr. Tolsoii— ^ 
Mr* DeLoach- 

Mr. Mohr * 

Mr- WJdr , „..,,, 



Mr. Casper ^ 

Mr, Callahafo 

Mr. Conrad..*-.*,, 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. 

Mr. Koi 
Mr. Sullr 
Mr. Tavel_, 
Mr, Trotter, 
Tele. Room. 



Miss Holmes .„„ I 

Miss Gaudy L 




1 RE WFO AIRTEL FIVE THREE SIXTYSIX^ WFO TELETYPE FIVE FIV€ 
5IXTYSIX AND JACKSONVILLE TELETYPE FIVE FIVE SIXTYSlfc. 

INVESTIGATION JACKSONVILLE TONIGHT DETERMINED RETIRED REAR 
DM I RAL • JAMES FARRIN, JACKSONV ILLE# RECEIVED TELEPHONE CALL FROM 

ETIRED REAR ADMIRAL W. A. SROCKETT TONIGHT ADVISING HE IS 

8 „ . , . . ... . 4 . . . , . . £•* "* 

PRESENTLY AT WILLIAM HILTON HOTEL* HILTON HEAD ISLAND, S*C« : ; 

1 ..... . • >.. ' '." . . . ■ ■ . . ■ . . ? 

AND WILL BE LEAVING THERE SATURDAY MORNING, MAY SEVEN. 




tit 



MATERIAL FORWARDED TO JACKSONVILLE BEING TAKEN TO SAVANNAH 



pFFICE TONIGHT BY BUAGENT, SINCE NO AIRPLANE SERVICE AVAILABLE: 
ACKS0NV1LLE TO SAVANNAH TONIGHT. THIS CONFIRMS TELEPHONE 
ONVERSATION SUPERVISOR FRED BUOL WITH ASAC JOSEPH V. BAKER, 
OLUMBIA OFFICE TONIGHT. COLUMBIA AGENT WILL PICK UP MATERIAL 
SAVANNAH OFFICE MORNING MAY SIX, NINETEEN SIXTY Si K AND WILL. 



r 



INTERVIEW ADMIRAL BROCKETT MAY SIX. RUC. 



£ND 

! 



«30 
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FEDERAL BUREAU Of INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT Of JUS net 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
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'I Mr. DeL 
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Mr. W: 



Mr- Casper. 
Mr. C&Uaha 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Felt, 



Mr. Ga]e_ 



FBI WASH DC* 

FBI NEW HAVEN 
IfVt PM 



/Mr, Ros^r? j 

Mr. Buir.vra | 

Mr. Sfcvri j 

Mr. Tro.ter..,.., u 

Tele, Ro^r- „ £ 

Miss Huimes | 

Misa Garjd" 



URGENT y- KM A 5/6/66 
IHECT 




TO 



DIRECTOR, < 58-6 157) AND W?0 <58-995) 

/ : . " 

FROM NEW HAVEN < 58- 134) 

— • . " " ' " " 

SENATOR THOMAS, J» DODD* CO I* 00 % WFO 

RE NEW YORK TEL TO BUREAU* WFO AND NEW HAVEN* MARY*. 
FIVE LAST* AND NEW HAVEN REPORT OF ' SA WILLIAM F. GLOSSA* 
MARY FOUR LAST* 

f • i . .. 

PRESIDENT* MITE CORPORATION* NEW HAVEN* 



ADVISED THIS DATE THAT MITE. CORPORATION'S WASHINGTON COUNSEL 



IS 



WASHINGTON SIX* D« C. TELEPHONE NUMBER- THREE NINE 




"| SAID THAT 



THREE DASH ONE FIVE TWO NINE. 

FOR INFORMATION BUREAU AN 
HE HAS BEEN ADVISED BY COUNSEL NOT "TO MAK? RECORDS OF MITE 
CORPORATION AVAILABLE FOR REV. I EW AND THAT HE SHOULD NOT; FURNISH 



SWORN S.TATEMNT REGARDING. COMPANY *S DEAL INGS ' W IT H^^I^AT^jTFT^p ODD. 



WFO LOCATE AND INTERVIEW 




""'V 



WFO 



:ri' 




i 



# 



PAGE TWO 

• | : 

NEW HAVEN REPORT OF REFERENCE SETTING FORTH ACCOUNT; OF P/ENTjAGON 

MEETING MENTIONED IN REFERENCED NEW YORK TEL* NOTING THAT 



-NEfcGH NEITHER 



PLACED AT THE 



b7C 



PENTAGON MEETING MENTIONED IN REFERENCED NEW YORK TEL. 

END^ ' < - ' 

RCH* 

"' '•"'•( 

FBI ' WASH DC* 
TAJ CLR 




I ' FEDERM^MIMEAM OF INVESTIGATION 



PJEPORTING OFFICE 

NEW HAVEN 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WFO 


DATE 

5/4/66 


1 N VEST J GAT I VE PERIOD 

4/26 - 5/4/66 




TITLE OF CASE ^ 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 


REPORT MADE BY 

SA DON W. WALTERS 


TYF 


ED BY 

cah 


CHARACTER OF CASE 

COMFMCT OF- INTEREST 





REFERENCES 



K ' Bureau teletypes to New Haven 4/26 and 29/66; 

VWFO teletypes to Bureau 4/26 and 28/66; 
^ Jtev Haven teletypes to Bureau 4/27, 28, 29, 5/2 , 3, 4/66j 
ilrtels to Bureau 4/26 and 5/1/66; 
airtel to New Haven 4/27/66; 
York teletype to Bureau 4/28/66, 

- P - 

ADMINISTRATIVE 






This report contains Information relating to the Dunbar Transfer 
Company, Newington, Connecticut. Separate reports are being 
Submitted in this case in connection with the several phases of 

.investigation requested by the Department of Justice. 




/- jttyq /fa's *du-&z6 ^ 




NH 58-134 



Enclosures with this report relative to copies of 
documents from the file of the Connecticut Advanced 
Nuclear Experimental Laboratory (CAHEL), Middletown, 
Connecticut, will include only copies of material 
not previously Submitted by the Ne^ York Office as 
enclosures to the report of SA JOHN F. SHANLEY, 
dated 4/29/66 , in order to avoid unnecessary dupli- 
cation. 

ENCLOSURES 

To Bureau , Washington Field amd New York 

Enclosed to the Bureau are two and for 
WFO and New York one copy of pertinent documents in 
the file of the Connecticut Advanced Nuclear Experi- 
mental Laboratory, Middle town, Connecticut, relating 
to the Dunbar Transfer Company consisting of 57 pages , 

Enclosed for the Bureau are two copies and 
for WFO and New York on® copy of hand written notes 
from the file of I I Chief, CANEL 

site, AEC ? consisting of six pages „ 

LEADS 

HEW YORK ATflD BOSTON DIVISIONS (IKFORHATXOK) 



One copy furaished in view of possible 
further investigation to be conducted in the future, 
for same reason extra copies designated for New Haven, 

NEW HAVEN 

At Hartford 9 CgBmegtlctit . 

. Will attempt to locate and interview I 

I [ concerning allegations that Dunbar Transfer 

Company received contract to dismantle CANEL site 
through intervention by Senator DQDB, 

Will cos duet any £»s*tsrar investigation 
growi&g <mt of this Ie&d r - 

cuvm PASS 



FD-2 04 (Rev, 3-^ j9> 



Copy to: 



Report of: 
Dote: 



SA DON W* WALTERS 
May 4 f 1966 



Fl*Id Office File NH 58-134 

Title: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



Office NEW HAVEN 



Burecm F'Jo #: 58-6157 



DO 

b 7 C 



Chorocten CONFLICT OF INTEREST' 



Synopiii; DUNBAR TR ANSFER COPjfP MlT, NEWIHGTON, CONNECTICUT 

Records Motor Vehi©?:^ Bi^tsion, Sfc&te of Comiecticut, re- 
flect U.S. Senate I plat® issued July 1964, to Dunbar 
Ass ociates . Inc- , M©^iEygfroa T Coaa- ? for 1964 Oldsmobile 88_, 
VIN l I R&^^&l Jiak I gffiv on this plate for 



0l"22/2/6S_Ulia 



1964 OldSKObiSMaf .TO 

transfe rred to 1965 'Oldsas Mle tox^n sedan, VIN 
158423. 



Newing ton, Conn. , cqmt 



president ^ Dunbar Transf er Xo ( , 
for iRtarvlfi^ y rad referred 

seised 



voui<£ answer omly est ions submitted in writing and 
then respond In writing hj affidavit under oatl^. Be also 
refused to permit ^a review of records of Dunbar' Transfer Co* 
Records of s^cyet^ ry of &t&te 9 Hertford, Conn. , reflect 

IT 'jgafcgd as secretary of Duab ar Associat es, 

| chiefs CANEL, AEC, kndl I 

procurement specialist, fcjfcNEL^ furnished 



Inc. 



cop« of -^r^g^^. ^^ftc^ial in CAMEL £ ile^ r^I&tiag to. 
Dunbar Traasf^g; 99* svyo^n statements rfe their knowledge 
of nego tiations ^ isi a^rding contract t6 dismantle CANEL^ 

Both <feziie€l Senator DODD attempted to in- 
imy way i,m tfeeir deliberations re this 
admits feeiimg areare. ■numerous .telephone 



Bite to 
matter v 

call© from S©aat<« 

sit® .. ■ E«t 



to .bet 



0 awuu ^ 



in AEC 



to disoantla CAMEL 

tfeeste c&lls froa 
es&de&ts Savin 

fotf Senator 



I 



This docuntitfvai conic ins neither rs<5omman<Joticftj^ a*? waxier lesions o2 th& TBI* 14 la the property of p.jU'^ft**. is loaned^ to 
your agency? it artd its conionts Qfe not to be dijj^lfc^tod auisid* youk - agency. 1 1 ■ 



NH 58-134 



i 

DOBD's office in his efforts to obtain contract to dis- 
mantle CANEL site* States his company wade fair bid and 
lost contract to lower bidder. He declined to permit a 
review of his files re this matter # 

- P 

DETAILS: 

dunbar t ransfer c ompany , new1ngt0n, connecticut 
enclosures : « >:> * 

Enclosures to the Bar&m for transmittal to the Department 
of Justice - 63 

18milQ®®& to thft^Bja^-w^ for fcr&nssaittal to jtjbe Department 
are the follcsyisag £ffc®a»: 

37 pages representing pertinent ctoem&erats from the files 
of CAHEL, Middletcma* Connecticut, relating to the Dunbar 
Transfer Company ; 



6 pa^ of handwritten notes of] [chief, 



2) . REASONS TfiirnTfTTTMy 



TTTMG SELECTION FIELD TO 



3) DUNBAR TRANSFER , 8/23 /«6 



2. 



FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

DATE May 4, 1966 



Registration Division., Department^ of 
Motor venmes , state of Connecticut , We t hers f i e id > ^ " " ° 
Connecticut,, advised that their records reflected that 
there were originally four sets of courtesy United States 
Senate plates issued labled U.S. Senate 1, U.S. Senate 1-1, 
U.S. Senate 2, and U.S. Senate 2-2. These plates are 
merely supplemental plates and are issued to those individuals 
who occupy the position indicated by the plate. The plates 
are supplemental in that the ear owner has to pay a fee for 
a regular license and are registered in Connecticut under anothe 
number . 

Prior to January 4, 1963, U.S. Senate 1 and 1-1 were issued 
to Senator PRE SCOTT BUSH. On Jan uary 4 S 1963, U.S. Senate 1 
was transferred to I 1 North Stonington 3 

Connecticut r for a 1962 Fo r d, color black, Vehicle Identification 



which ¥/as a supplemental issued to 



Number (VIN) __ 

regular Connect icut license GD 40 , U.S. Senate 1-1 was 
transferred on January 4, 1963 to THOMAS J b DODD, North 
Stonington, Connecticut, for a 1957 Plymouth, color blue, 
VIN 16351657, with no notation as to the identity of the 
regular license plates for which this was a supplemental plate. 

The supplemental plate U.S. Senate 1-1 was cancelled in July, 
1964, leaving outstanding U.S. Senate 1 which was issued to 
Dunbar Associates, Inc., 54 Pane Road, Newingto n. Connecticu t « 
for a 1964 Oldsmobile, Jet 88, color white, VIN|~ ~~ ' 



The renewal on this was made in July, 1965, at which time the car 
was indicate d as 1964 Oldsmobile, Jet 88 , color black, VIN 
I 1 The fee was indicated- as being paid on Connecticut 



license 



for this plate. 



On December 2, 1965, U.S. S enate I was tran sferred to a 1966 
Oldsmobile, Town Sedan, VIN | ~| which was continued in 

the name of Dunbar Associates, Inc., 54 Pane Road, Newington, 
Connecticut . 



On 
by 



4/28/6$ 
3A 



at STethersfield Xi Coim, 



Img 



File ^ 
Date dictated 



NH 58-134 
5/4/66 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI . It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
it and its contents are not to be distributed 

J. 



your agency: it and : 

outalde your agency . 



NH 58-134 
2. 



She advised that she could locate no other mpgi ret ra 

information concerning THOMAS J. DODD or 

any other supplemental registrations and that they were not 
required to maintain registration information that far back. 



fion 
concerning 



DATE 



AY 4, 1966 



President, ThjijK^n^ ^ Newington, 
contacted and advised "ft "was "<3(es ireWto interview* 



Conn^J:icu^ was 

hra^relatlve to allegations made that Senator THOMAS J 0 DODD had used 
his influence in behalf of The Dunbar transfer Company in obtaining 
a contract to dismantle the Connecticut Advanced Muclear Engineering 
Laboratory (CANEL) in SSiddletown, Connecticut, and also in connection 
with efforts made by The Dunbar Transfer Company to obtain a contract 
to move the Government Printing Office to its new quarters in 
Washington f D.C* He was also advised that it was desired to review 
his files in regard to the two matters. 



was advised of his right not to make a statement; that any 



statement made must be voluntary; and that any statement he did make 
could be used against him in a court of law* He was further advised 
by SA FRED A. COOTS that he had the right to consult an attorney, or 
anyone else of his choice $ before making any statement* He was further 
advised that it was desired to interview him under oath. 



■•■wj 



He advised that he desired to contact his attorney before making any 
statement, although he had nothing to hide and would make his files 
available and submit to an interview if his attorney had no objection,, 



He telephonically contacted his attorney 
cussed the matter with him* He advised 
of the city until graday, Ks&y 2 9 196® 



t>r ney,[~Z 
ised thST^I 
8®, a^d worn 



and dis- > " 
was to be out 
him oh his 



return and discuss the matter with him in detail* He stated that he 
should be contacted on May 2, 1966, at which time he would advise if 
he would be available for interview* 



r 



connect 



icut 



§A FEED A 9 CDCOTS and 



Date Dictate d 4/27 /66 



This document coot-aims nei thex recosaaendfttioas nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It i» the property of tte SB! and is loaned to your agency; 
it asid Its contents are not t© to© distributed outside your agency. 



FEDERAL BTjEEASJ OF INVESTIGATION 



DATE 



MAY 4, 1966 



bo 
b7c 



Attorney 



Hartford, Connecticut , 



[ 



was tel6pnonic axTy~conxacicea ana aavisea <xt the fact~tKat his client, 



of The Dunbar Tra nsfer Comna.nv of Newington, Connecticut, 
had referred the Agent to him* I I advised that he would 

return the telephone call within a few minutes <, Attorney 



office was recontacted telepfaon icallv af ter a two hour lapse in time. 
It was determined that Attor ney I 



was in conference and would 
returned the second telephone 



contact the Agent. Attorney 

call, seating that hfr h&d h^a a conx'Erence on this date with his 
client 



would answer an y 

in 



Attorney advised that his client f a 

list of 'queSiliOTS which tfee FBI might submit to Attorney 

written form, and that the answers would be in affidavit form! Be 
stated that he would not make the files of his client available, and 
that he has so instructed his client * He was told that the Bureau 
was interested in The Dunbar Transfer Company file concerning the 
contract to dismantle the CANEL Project at Middletown, Connecticut, 
and also the file of The Dunbar Transfer Company concerning Dunbar f s 
correspondence and/or inquiry in connection with the Government 
Printing Office p WsaaiaiBgtoa P D*C* Attorney I "k d vised that 

these files would not be made available and stated tnat "you fellows 
must have all the pertinent correspondence that we have concerning 
these contracts.*' In answer to the re mark that that was what we 
wanted to determine, Attorney | | advised that the files could 

not be examined. 



On 5/2/66 



at Hartford, Connecticut 



File # NH 58-134 



by , SA< V BSDsJL rCQ&SS/wB'c. 



Date Dictated 5/2/66 



TSiis. 4©cu^skt^ contains*' ae.it hor". mc&^®nd^tions ^nbrv conclusions -.'of 
t&e It is - tfe© • property .of t fee tBI and is loaned to your agency; 

it and its eoBteate are act to bo distributed outside your agency. 

• c. 



he 



hlC 
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Attorney I I advised that his client's records would reflect 

that his client did not claim any deduction for cars "registered 



in his name/' It is noted that this ques tion was not posed to 
either Attorney 



Regarding files pertaining to any other government contracts 
which his_clifin±-_may have had in the past two or three years , 
Attorney | ladvised that he has advised his cli ent not to 



make any of his files available to the FBI* Attorney 

stated that . it is not a matter of having something to niae? out 
it is a matter o£ protecting his client *s business contacts* 




»H 58-134 
DWW:eah 

lo 



On May 4, 1966, a letter dated May 2, 1966, addressed 
to S pecial Agent (SA) F REDERICK CO0H5 was 'received ' 
from j ""| o* r Polling and Dolling, Attor- 

neys at Law, Hartford, Connect icut , con firming the 



telephone conversation between 
May 2, 1966: 



and C0SI5 on 



The instant letter is set forth as follows* 

Confirming our telep hone conversation o f this 
dat£ in re your inquiry of| I of The 



Dunbar Transfer Company, etc, 9 pertaining to the 
"DODD™ matter, The Dunbar ; Transfer Company, , its 
affiliates and its or their off icers are most willing 
to continue to co-operate in every reasonable manner. 

In the interest of orderly procedure, it is 
suggested that any questions directed to The IXmbar 
Transfer Company, its affiliates or ajsy of its or 
their officers, be posed in writing aad they will be 
answered forthwith in writing toy affidavit under oath* 



k 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



DATE MAY 4, 1966 



Records of the Office of the Secretary of State* State Corporation 
Commission , Trinity Street, Hartford, Connecticut, reflect that 
Dunbar Associates* Incorporated, 54 Pane Road, Newington, Connecticut, 
was incorporated on January 9, 1964 * The officers were reflected as 
follows: 







Attorney 





- President 

- Vice-President 

- Agent and Treasurer 

- Secretary 



Do 
b7C 



(a) 



On 5/2/66 atBartfford» Cogmscticut 



File # NH 58-134 



Date Dictate d 5/2/6 



This docraseei eesataiss ^aitfeaiv ^^^^b^S^Xxo^ Bcr eG&dusions of the 
FBI* It ±b th© property t&£> W&& $m& is loaned to your agency; it 
aisd its contents ar© not to foe distributed outside your agency* 



F&DERAL BUSSAB OF INVESTIGATION 



b7i 



DATE 



MAY 4, 1966 









Procurement Specialist , Connecticut 



Connecticut, "Was interviewed at his place of employment £hd 
furnished" the following sworss statement: 

"Middletown $ Connecticut 
April 29, 196© 



being duly sworn, hereby 



make the following free an d voluntary statem ent, knowing DON Wo 
WALTERS 9 FEED A, COOTS &ad | | to be Special Agents 

of the" Federal Bureau of investigation, Fhave been told by 
Special Agent BOM ffl* VAX/HSRS that I do not have to talk to them 
and that anything I say mmt be voluntary and may be used against 
me in court « Special Agent BON W, WALTERS has told me that I have 
the right to talk to an attorney or anyone else of my choice before 
saying anything* 

"About July^ 19)65 2 the decision was made to dismantle 
the Connecticut Advanced 3?ucXear Engineering Laboratory (CANEL) 
at Middletow» Connecticut a Because of the nature of the in- 
stallation and the type of equipment in it, certain other government 
agencies had priority interests in the equipment and other interested 
agencies were allowed to send their representatives to the plant 
to select certain equipment they wanted ♦ For this reason, GSA 
declined to handle the dismantling operation and permitted the 
Atomic Energy CoB»ission to do it* 



On 4/29/6© at i Middle towja^, , Connecticut 

SA g s DOH ff» ffAfcfBRS. FISEE COOTS; 
b y andf 7b 



File # NH 58-134 



©ate Dictate d 4/29/66 



Thx® doctamesit contains j^xth^r F^yc^$!?.d&tiOEis aura conclusions of 
the It iu the px®n&mt$ Hi® W&I is leaned to your agency; 

it and its -contents &r© not' to be distributed outside your agency* 
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b6 
b7 



"About October P 1965 9 bids for dismantling CANEL were 
solicited from Tiie Dunbar Transfer Company , Newisigton, Connecticut p 
and the Roger Sherman HiggiBg Company, East Hartford, Connecticut • 
I don't know why bids were solicited from only these two firms, 
nor why it was decided that the dismantling operation would be let 
on a time and materials contract as I had nothing to do with that. 
I do know that both firms were Iraowia to the officials of CANEL as 
both had been sub -contractors for Pratt and Whitney, the operating 
contractor at 



"The bids submitted toy Dunbar Transfer Company and 
Roger Sherman Kiggis^ Company would normally be sent to the office 
of CHARLES JEMOSJS, Contract Administrator at CANEL. I worked 
for JEHKIHS in the position of Procurement Specialist and there- 
fore the bids were also brought to my attention., 



Chief of CANEL, JENKINS and I were the 
three individuals wE© comprised the on~site committee formed to 
study the bids asad negotiate them with the bidding firms,, Two or 
three meetings were held by this eoasmittee on separate occasions 

with representatives of each of the firms. Fhiirchflir XEansfiar Company 

was represented at the mee tings toy I | and 

joined on on® ©ec&sioa by d ~| The names of the 

individuals wto® represented! Eoger Shera&ua Kiggiftg Company are 
unknown to me 0 Prior to these meetings I did not know any of the 
individuals wh© represented Bulbar Transfer Company 9 The purpose 
of the meetings was to discuss prices,, clarify bids and discuss 
all phases of the di^easatel isag operation. 

M Kn addition to this commit tee another was f nrm«H maHp 

Mtt o-f fcfop s&me three individuals plus | | 
pfficials of out Mew York City office 0 This committee 



was formed to study the bids and make a recommendation as to 
awarding the contract 9 This committee met once and recommended 
that Bulbar Transfer Coiap&ay be awarded the contract Q I think 
this decision r&s unanimous asad made because the bid of this firm 

was the Imvest submitted amd Buabar's statement as to past 

experience imdia&ied &® vm the best qualified tor the job. 



m 58^134 



n I have never met Senator DODD, I have never talked 
to him nor have I ever received any type of communication from 
him nor from anyone from his office,, Wo member of the AEC 
committee of five members has ever indicated that Senator DODD 



or anyone else has expressed any inte rest In the aw arding of 

J or any of 



this contract o Never at any time did 
his associates ever mention Senator 



in connection with 



negotiations relative to this contract. 



"I have read the foregoing 6 pages and is correct 
to my best knowledge & belief* 



b7C 



Vs/ 



"Sworn and subscribed before 
Connect icut * 



me on April 29 , 1966, at Middle town, 



©ON W. WALTERS, Special Agent FBI 



,f FHJSD A. COOTS, So. Agent* FBI, Mew Haven. 

I 1 Special .agent p. FBI, Uew Haven < 



/A 



• FD 302 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Date 



1966 



_ J ^ chief ., Conne cticut Advanced Kuclear Experimental 

'Tjaroratpry , Middle^^ advised "tfiat^he - 

did not have to make any statement, that anything he said must be 
voluntary and could be used against him in court s and that he had 
the right to consult an attorney or anyone else of his choice be- 
fore making any statement, furnished the following information 
after being placed under oath by SA DOW W* WALTERS: 



b7C 



He furnished Agents with copies of material from his office files 
pertinent to negotiations relating to granting of a contract to 
Dunbar Transfer Company to dismantle the Connecticut Advanced Nuclear 
Experimental Laboratory (CANEL) at Middletown, Connecticut* 



When asked about the letter to 



Dunbar Transfer Company „ 



dated December 15, 1965, which appeared in his files advising that 
no Christmas gifts would be accepted by his office, he advised 
that this is a practice he has followed for many years. He stated 
he has always mailed such a letter to firms having contracts with 
his office to avoid any embarrassing situations which could possibly 
result from some firms attempting to give him or any of his employees 
gifts during the holiday season. 



furnished the following sworn statement: 



"Middletown, Connecticut 
May 3, 1966 



| being duly sworn, hereby make the 

following free and voluntary statement y knowing Don W, Walters 
and Fred A, Coots to be Special Agents of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation* I have been told by Special Agent Don W, 
Walters that I do not have to talk to them and that anything 
I say must be voluntary and may be used against me in court* * 
Special Agent Don W. Walters has also told me that I have the 
right to talk to an attorney or anyone else of my choice 
before saying anything. 



On 5/3/66 



at Middle town, Conn. 



File # NH 58-134 



SA DON W. WALTERS/md 

by SA TRW A, COOTS _____ D&t e dictated 5/3/66 

This document eoai&Tnis neither' r'Sc&mon^t^ons nor conclusions of the FBI; 
It and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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be 



In July 1965, it was decided that the Connecticut Ad- 
vanced Nuclear Experimental Laboratory at Middletown, 
Connecticut! (CAN EL) /was to be dismantled. At that ti 
I I was manager of the project ,[ 



was deputy manager t and 1 had just arrived on site in the ~ 
capacity of construction engineer* 

During the period July to September 1965, there was a 
question as to what agency would handle the dismantling of 
the project* Pratt and Whitney 9 prime contractors at CANEL, 
were first asked to handle the job, but refused* AEC then 
decided to do it but were advised by General Services Ad- 
ministration (GSA) that they would do the job* During the 
latter part of September they notified AEC they wou ld not 
bq rgsppnsiblg for AXm^UiUS^ CANEL, At this time J I 

I I had already been transferred 

from CANEL and I had been designated Chief, CANEL Site, AEC. 



I first me 
August 9, 1965 



Dunbar Transfer Company, on 
when he called at my office at CANEL, 

|and advised he was interested 

contract to dismantle CANEL, I referred him 
to GSA in Boston, Massachusetts, and told him they would be 
in charge of the dismantling o peration > Late r that day I 



accompanied by 
in obtaining a 



received a telephone call from[ 
Special Assistant for Congr ess iona 
quarters r Washington FLf! — L I 
lhad called a 
^|had 



and 



Jien called 



Office of 
1 Relations, AEC Head- 
that[~_ 
Senator DOnriTs a±i ice 



advised me 
lis 



] 



and advised 



that 



Senator DODD was interested in Dunbar being given con sider- 
at ion for th e contract to dismantle CANEL. I advised 1 I 
of I I visit to " CANEL and 

I would place [ 



GSA and 



that I had referred him 
] name , nn the, list of 



to 



I was to 



meet 
to 



prospective contractors for GSA* I told 
with GSA representatives the next day (August 10, 1965) 
discuss this matter. I determined at the meeting with GSA 
that they proposed to solicit bids for dismantling CANEL 
under two separate contracts . The first a time and material 
contract to cover the actual dismantling operation; the 
second a fixed price contract for removal of standard machine 
tools frora the machine shop. At this time I furnished GSA 
representatives with a list of prospective contractors 



3 
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which I had obtained from| | of Pratt 

and Whitney. The list included Dunbar Tran sfer 

Company. The ne xt day I called \ land told 

him that l h ad been pl aced on both GsA contract 

lists e On August 23 , 1965, | ~| of Dunbar 



Transfer, called me and inquired about the progress 
in this matter and I advised him there had been no 
change and that GSA was still handling the project* 

During the latter part of September 1965, GSA ad- 
vised AEC they could not handle the dismantling of 
CANEL, I discusse d this problem with my superior, 
I I manager, New York Operations 

Office, AEC. He advised he was appointing a committee 
to determine what firm should receive a contract to 
dismantle and move CANEL< I immediately started 
setting up the criteria to govern the selection of the 
contractor t o do this job. I conferred with Mr* 

| of Pratt and Whitney, relative to the 



qualifications of the firms appearing on the prospect- 
ive contractor list he had previously furnished me. 
He hkd used Dunbar Transfer Company and Roger Sherman 
Rigging Company as sub-contractors at CANEL and found 
both very satisfactory. However, he had no knowledge 
of the qualifications of any of the other ; firms. After 
careful consideration of all the fac tors involved . 
I recommended to the committee ,which | | had 

appointed, that the solicitation of bids for the 

grojact be limited to Dunbar Transfer Company and Roger 
herman Rigging Company. This recommendation was 
based on my written observations which I have furnish- 
ed Special Agents Walters and Coots, and on the ex- 
perience Pratt and Whitney had with the two firms V 

The committ ee to which I referred the matte r was 

compos pri nf I 1 and me . ; . 

with| | 

acting as alternates. The committee concurred with 
mv recom mendation, and passed the matter on to l 1 
I H who made the decision to limit the solicitation 

for bids to these two firms* It was decided to ask 
for bids on a time and material contract basis as this 
was a completely new type of operation and there was 
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no possible way to arrive at a fixed price. for the project ♦ 
A fixed price contract as previously considered by GSA for 
removal of the heavy machinery from the machine shop no 
longer was applicable as AEC had decided to dispose of the 
property, leaving the machinery there as a further induce- 
ment to prospective purchasers. 

Bids 'were solicited from Dunbar Transfer Company and Roger 
Sherman Rigging Company with a letter outlining certain 
requested information so that AEC could ascertain the company 
qualifications , willingness to do the job, and capability 
to perform the services immediately* Both firms responded 
by submitting their proposals for this project. 

Both proposals were carefully studied by the committee to 
determine the firms best qualified and the one which would 
do the job at the l€wsat cost to the government. The 
committee also met with representatives of the two firms on 
at least two occasions to go over their proposals and re- 
solve any questions they might have* It was the recommend- 
ation of the committee that Dunbar Transfer Company be 
offered the contract as they had submitted the lower bid. 
The firms were considered equally qualified and both capable 
of starting the proj e c t prompt ly » After the comm±±±£e made 



and 



its recommendation to l | he met with 

ir&onally went over his proposal with him, resulting in 



| agreteing to reduce certain costs where he had been 
higher than those s ubmitted by Roger Sherman Rigging Company. 



and also in agreeing to use certain AEC machinery, 

already on the site* in doing t he job .wh ich further reduced 
the total cost of the project. I [ then ma rip the final 
decision that the contract would be of f ered | | 

Th ere has never been any pressure brought to bear on me 



lej 

by I [ any official of AEC, nor by Senator DODD 

nor anyone from his office, to favor the Dunbar Transfer 
Company in the consideration of a contract to dismantle 
CANEL, I do not know Senator DODD nor any of his office 
personnel, nor have I ever r eceived any c ommunication from 
any of them. I do know that I I informed me he 

had received numerous calls from Senator DODD's office* 
indicating an interest in the Dunbar Transfer Company r s 
obtaining the contract to dismantle CANEL. He informed 
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me that he did not wa nt me to be influenced by these 
calls* I recall that l I also met with the 

committee on one occasion and informed them he had 
received calls from Senator DODD*s office* He in- 
structed the committee members to completely ignore 
these Congressional inquiries and that he wanted all 
the facts examined in regard to the companies sub- 
mitting proposals so that his decision could be based 
on the true facts* 

I have read this statement 9 consisting of this and 
twelve (12) other pages and it is true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

S/ 



Subscribed and sworn before me on May 3 V 1966 9 -&i 
Middletown, Connecticut. 
, •*.&■&■ - "*:]. 

• * S/ Don W. Walters, Special Agent , FBI 9 

New Haven* Conn. 

Fred A, Coots, Special Agent, FBI, 
New Haven , Conn . " 



Date 5/4/66 



r ^^ingi^her^Inc. 9 522 Cottage Grove. 
"Road V "TBToomf ieXdT^G^HSc^fi^u^^^v ised tHat Roger 
Sherman Rigging Company is a subsidiary of Savin 
Brothers, Inc* He stated that as President of Savin 
Brothers, Inc., h& wuld be the spokesman for the 
firm, its officials and subsidiaries » 

He stated that sometime early in October, 1965 s his 
firm received a request to submit a proposal for the 
dismantling of the Connecticut Advanced Nuclear Experi- 
mental Laboratory (CANEL), Middletown p Connecticut. 
A representative of the company made a study of the 
project and thereafter a proposal was submitted to 
Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) by Roger Sherman Rig- 
ging Company* Several conferences were subsequently 
held with officials of AEC at CANE L, some of which he 
attended and some ware attended by[ 



Vice President, Roger Sherman Rigging Company* The 
purpose of the meetings was to clarify various items 
in the proposal which they had submitted * 



On October 26, 1965, [ 



Iteleptoonically contacted 



I at CANEL relat ive to th e status of their 

proposal and was informed by[ 



that no decision 



imd been ma.de in tfce matter, 



On October 29. 1865. 
advised by [ 



was telephonically 
[New York Office, AEC, 



that the contract to dismantle CANEL had been awarded 

to the Dunbar Transfer Company. advised that 

the prices quoted by Dunbar- Transfer Company had been 
more favorable across the board and the people at 
CANEL had been saore favorable to Dunbar Transfer 
Company, The same day he received a telegram from 
| [ confirming the telephone conversation. 



On 5/4/66; sit Bloomf iel^V I'Oba&dcticut Fil^#;;NH 58-134 



sa fred X coots " ., .... 

toy ^.'■PpH,^* f WALTERS / c^fe ; pate dictated 



5/4/36 



This documfeist/ : c©F.t&:m^ n&i'tfaa':? :rfeiGo^BBflftd&t A 
clu;£ii©ffl^ : of th® FBI e It tfoe property of the FBl'sind 
is loaned to your age^cyf it' and " its contents are not to 
be distributed outside your agency* 



# 



NH 58-134 



He advised he was never contacted by Senator DODD 
nor by anyone in Senator BODD's office relative to 
this matter and was never subjected to pressure 
from any source in regard to efforts by the Roger 
Sherman Rigging Company to obtain the contract to 
dismantle CANEL. 

He stated his only criticism of the matter was that 
AEC had decided to request bids to dismantle CANEL 
on a Time and Material Contract basis without 
setting a minimum figure for the operation* He 
was of the opinion that the bidding under such a 
situation could not be truly competitive for there 
was no way to determine which of the proposals sub- 
mitted was the most economical to the government as 
the costs submitted would mean nothing unless there 
had been a maximum amount established for the opera 
tion which could not be exceeded. 

He declined to make the file available concerning 
this matter. He stated he had nothing to hide but 
it was a matter of policy with him to decline such 
a request. He advised he would make the files 
available only if served with a subpoena. 



Date 5/4/66 



o^^Ss%^^P_3^y^ Road, which company — — 

Incor- 



Rigging Company, 

has been subsidiary company of Savin Brothers, 
porated, since the summer of 1965, was interviewed and 
furnished the following information: 



J stated that as Vice President of Soger Sherman 
Rigging he did work up necessary information for sub- 
mission of bid on the dismantling of the Connecticut 
Advanced Nuclear Experimental Laboratory (CANEL) , 
Middletown, Connecticut, to Atomic Energy Commission 
(AEC) , abou t October, 1965. He advised that he was 
informed by | I in latter part of 

October, 1965 ] that the contract was awarded to the 
only other competitor, Dunbar Transfer of Newington, 
Connect icut* 



stated that his superior, 



also 



personally worked on submission of bid on this matter 
and conferred with AEC personnel on t he matter prior 



] 



to the contract having been awarded. _ 
stated that to his knowledge, no pressure by anyone 
was brought to bear on him or persons in his company 
to submit figures that would eliminate Sherman as 
competitor in the bidding. He stated that in January, 



196®, he hea^c2 from ora<2? 



Dunbar Transfer Company^ that P 
Transfer was doing jobs for the ijovernmejLL 
where Dun bar had never competed before . 



form er employee 
of Dunbar 
i,n areas 

told 



while they had lunch together at Bioomrield, 
nnecticut , that he was presenlL_Qn_one Saturday 



morning in Dunbar f s O ffice when 
DODD. (At. t.Mn nointH Kras" 



called Senator 

s . . , , I - - ~ TnTerup t ed 'by his 

superior, | | who stated that he would answer 

any and ax a questions pertaining to instant contract 
and instant business sinc e Roger Sh erman Rigging is a 
subsidiary company of his , and he is President, 



On 5/4/66 at Bloonf Aa^* Connecticut File# NH 58-134 
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Mirf state that | | had told him 

that ! I had government contracts at two missile 

sites, locations not stated, a nd a lso had an office 
in Washington, D.C* | ~| toMlZ_^ | that 

Senator DODD had interceded for | [ in the CANEL 

contract matter. 



A/* 



ENCLOSURES TO BUREAU - 4 

2 copies of pertinent documents in 
file of Conn. Advanced Nuclear 
Experimental Lab., Middle town, Conn, 
relating to Dunbar Transfer Company 



2 copies handwritten notes from file 

Chief, CANEL, AEC . 



m 



Dunbar Transfer Company 



Washington (D. C.) Post - 16 Februaiy 1966 
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Contractor Provides Bodd Cur 



By Jack Atuhar.snn 
Only Senate lenders are fur- 
n i s h e (I Government Jimou 
sfnes; aH other Senators, in- 
cluding com mitt cd chairmen, 
are obliged to 
provide . their 
0 w n t r a n s n o r t a- f >$•••. •; • ^ > ; 
lion. £?'".;■ ■. V ^J 

0 There is, how= % ^ 
over one cun- * ■ t ^ : y\ 
ous exception. • 
Sen. Tom Doth] • ••• 
( D - Conn.), V : > 

1 di ■ ' ■ ■'■ 

b 



rives a ,slcck, v : >^""£> ''/■'" 
lock Jet 88 L^-./ar-- J J 
O 1 d s m q b J Ic Anderson. 

though Lfu Jiy 

provided by a Connecticut 
! contractor. 

The car crimes the Con nee- 
licul license tag, "U.S. Si-;N\ 
1." but the reparation is made 
out to Dunbar Associates, Inc.. 
of r>4 Pane Hond, Kewington, 
Conn. 

The Senator has be^n driv- 
ing {;htr Dunbar Co, car ever 
shire Jul v. J MM. He wrote a 
lhank-yon letter, carefully 
marked ''personal/* to David 
Dunbar, the* company presi- 
de" I, on July 23, J 004- "I want 
you to know how deeply grate- 
ful I am to you for the wonder- 
ful assistance which you hove 
given me" wrote Dodd. "The 
ear is just great, and it sure 
gets me around." 

Sotm after the car arrived. 
Dodd began scouting around 
for government contracts for 
Dunbar Associates. He made 
inquiries at the Atomic Energy 



Commission and Government 
Printing Office. 

Return Favor 

Thanks in part to his inter- 
vention, Dun bar was awarded 
the'eontract to close down the 
Connecticut Advanced Nu- 
clear Engineering Laboratory. 

The Senator was less suc- 
cessful, however, with the pub- 
He printer. He turned this 
project over to Gerry Zeillcr, 
a former assistant, who in- 
vestigated whether Dim bar 
could get the contract to move 
the Government Printing Of- 
fice to a new building. 

Last June, Zeillcr received 
a note from the Senator's 
private secretary, Dorccn Mo- 
loney, 

"Dave Dunbar called and 
wanted me to check with the 
Senator about setting up a 
luncheon next week with Jim 
'Morrison of Government Print- 
ing," wrote Mis?; Moloney. 
"The Senator said to check 
with you, and I suppose, if 
you give the go-ahead, the 
luncheon can be set up." 

Zcillcr learned that the 
Printing Office wouldn't be 
moving into its new quarters 
for several years, and that all 
contracts would be handled by 
the joint Congressional Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

"In view of tins," replied 
Zeiller in a memo, "I am sure 
there will be very heavy polit- 



ical implications in the whole 
ideal and will take an awful 
hot of spade work to get any 
J piece ef this action for Dun- 
jhar or anybody else," 

Privnle Spies 

The FBI is investigating the 
practice of certain .foreign 
governments to hire Ameri- 
can private detectives to spy 
on political refugees who have 
been granted asylum .in this 
country. 

Some private eyes function 
virtually as secret police for 
these governments. 

One of the worst offenders! 
is the island dictatorship of! 
Haiti which, over the years/ 
has hired the following detec- 
tive firms: Associated Dctccr 
tives Inc., Miami; Border As- 
sociates, New York City; and 
! National Detective Agencies 
fine., Washington. 

National Detective's chief, 
Chaunccy Jarncs. stated frank- 
ly on Ins registration form that 
one of his functions was "to 
ascertain the activities of cer- 
tain Haitian citizens, govern- 
ment officials arid former gov- 
ernment officials who arc pres- 
ently in the U.S.A." 

Note: In 1000, Richard 
Chamber registered as a Hai- 
tian agent to furnish informa- 
tics" on people ''conspiring 
against the Haitian regime," 

If<>a<limca nml Footnotes 

Vice President Hubert Hum- 
phrey, who is still looking for 



an appropriate place to hang 
his hat, has framed a letter 
written by Vice President 
George Dallas more than 100 
years ago. The letter Indicates 
that Da J las also bad trouble 
over where to Jive . , . "The 
more things change," says 
Humphrey, "the more they re- 
main the same". . . Lobbyists 
constantly throw parties for 
Senators, but last week a 
group of Senators arranged a 
surprise party for a lobbyist. 
Son. Vance Hartke (DlndJ, 
learned t^at one of the most 
popular lobbyists on Capitol 
Hill, Chuck Lipscn, had 
reached his 40th birthday. So 
Hartkc got together with some 
of bis colleagues and cooked 
up a birthday party. So many 
Senators showed up that they 
"could have had a quonim call 
around the cake . . . This coU 
•jmn recently reported that 
Congressmen had hcen. hold' 
ing their annual golf tourna- 
ment at the fashionable Break- 
ers Hotel in Palm Peach, FJav 
despite the fact that the lintel 
barred Jewish guests. The 
Svory implied that Rep. Kd- 
ward Derwinski (Rill), who 
arranged the 1!)G5 tournament, 
wasn't concerned. This column 
has now learned that Derwin- 
ski wrote to the hotel threat-; 
oning to cancel the tourna-* 
ment unless the hotel stopped-; 
discriminating against Jews.,- 
\Ve urc.Irppy to clarify the-; 
story, • ; : 

<T) 190G, telt-McCUin* G?rnJlcj\tt. Inc. \ 
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COPY ' 



Chief 

Ac count ins Branch, 1H 



be 



January 10, 1966 \ b?c 



Contract Administrator 



CAiS Site, 17/ 

S3 ESSftR S&'ffiSSEa COJ-S^r/ 



I 

1. I 

i. i'f 

1. 



1 fl 

']" ; M 



In support ox the Burfosr Transfer Ccisocmy'G invoice for 

contracting service s,, vo arc enclosing herewith a copy 
of our letter of approval elated. Jsiiuary i^, 1966, for the 
Mzount of $150 cantaiu^a on their Decoder Invoice. 

Enclosure: . 

AZC lir dta l/V<S6 



■„•■ : • i'l 
1 I 

t i| 
II 



- : I 



1 



■AS. 





CC-HYO.:' 



4 corf 



59 E23t Cedar fftreet 
rlCTJl^ton^ Connecticut 



] 



January h, 19^5 



HSCOipt 5.0 GClcnO^leOgea for yrnir rrrmPHft foy rppravr?! of 



te clinical cervices psriTcn^a by 



of Ikidlett, Conn, 



Approval is hereby ffcrnlsfced In accordance with asreeasnts 
rca clicd botroe o your organization and our tfesorg j - | 
crr- U I to obtain tbia technical service fo? the 

analytical fcalanccra. 

Very truly yours <> 



•.b?C 



J I! 



Centric t /i'isssiotrator 



SURNAME 



J 
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DATE fc> I 
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KECH ERGR 



.y i: rvo to AI2C-J3 IS < 1M3) 



COPY ! 



OOP Y 1 



jCCiKFYD... 




SlKCE 1E3D 



/ 



59 EAST CEOAR STREET * NEWlNGTON, CONW, ♦ TE LEPHON E iiG 1 7 • TWX 7 1 0-43 1 * 1 873 

CONSULTANTS * ENGINEERS * CONTRACTORS 

PLANT RELOCATION * EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION • RIQGINC AND HEAVY HAULING 

3 : 



BOSTON • 105 DEVONSHIRE STREET • e t7-5^2-) 1 
WASHINGTON p * ST,. N.W. * £O3'Z&G-ai0O 

DAKLAMO ■ 515 INDEPENDENT ROAD • * 1 3*5<Sfi -3 I 0O 



/ 



yfc~ 



: December .15,. 1965 



Atomic Energy Commission 
CANEL 

Middle-town, Connecticut 



Attention : 
Gentlemen: 



Confirming our verbal agreement, vre are . enclosing herewith 
our purchase order no* 0681i3 for approval* 

This purchase order provides for subcontract technical 
services to assist nz in preparing An al;y ileal Balancers 
for shipment. 



Very truly yours. 



be 



PLJ/k 
End. (1) 



^ove supervisor 



30\ 

lax t 



PUSCHASsi ORDER 

COHFIflKTrrfi. 



i *.>oi)' 



No. 



06843 



.jteq. No. 



Address.. 
Ship To_ 



* * /. . 



.«■ SiSRFICE TO 3E' PROVIDE D AT 
Add>e«_ CAU;^L r --MIDDL;-TOV.-:i J ...CX^-.L' 



_Dc;-3 Required. 
Si^p- 



.Terms . 



r 



QUANTITY 



PL!!AS5 £U?PIY !TGMS USTCD BELOW 



.EROVPS j.. --Technical.. r»orvi^ aimnfthilizc .the 

1 L..iDternal. cc'r:]K>ncnts..o£ 6Q ...analytical Jxdanc'jrs lor .<!< e^tic 



shipments 



II?) 



00 



i — 



I 



. bo 
J,)7C 



EWPOQ TAN* 
oui: osptt' nuv.w wwr appeal om ail 

I P'SASI: NOlli Y US IM/tfliDIAl ELY H : YOU AW: UNAUIE 
! TO SHIP COMPLETE OKDKK LiY DATE SPECMED. 



Cnpios Of Yo«r Invorro Wifli Original PM\ Of Lading 



Purchasing Aj&nt 




!UVi6 Ftediform 



ORIGINAL 



[ 



] 



Ac count in^ Branch, KY 

] Contract AcLniaiGtrator 



December 29, 15^5 



Site, Wl 

2E3SBS2 COEEaSJf 
Attn 3 



b7c" 



in 



Confirming our telephone conversation of December 28, 19^5, 
ycu are advised that ths CfiKEL Site office vill raintsin tha 
cost controls necessary in conacctlcn uith thy individual 
taSfca end other charges incurred by the frjinbar Transfer 
Cc^sny vjiSg? thoir tirr.3 ani c&teriala contract vrith the 
Corslsoion. In other tjard3, it io agreed that the Cutset . 
end Fincnca Bivioion trill only obligate to the aizount of 
$250,000 tilth tho details of 5r*dlvidual tasks fcsins 
controlled by thia office. 



: i-.tl 



l .r 



OFFiCE > 



CONTRACT ADM 



SURNAME 

M „V 112/29/65 



ft 



Jrg 



XEROl 



I COPY j 



i xerJ 



i Adas, 



Negotiations 



_ 



AccourJIr:^ Section Scpop/h-or, NYO 



DecGrnbcr 23, 1955 ■ 



DUNSAR Tf!ANSFER COMPANY 



I 

:■ •:■! ■ 

- • I 



firming our edephono ccnvcrsctfon, this is to c<! visa you fha? 
c* fto timo wo v/cro soliictfeg bich for o Ttmo & Material Connect 
fo fseve equjpmeni from lbs CANEL Lcborafery to oJiicr Eocartcrs, 
cn esJ<R3ta fcr £o JotcJ cost of this work v/cs prepcrod by tha 
CAMEL S5te Cfftcs. Tho envxrnt Gsirircatecl, end ztiW considered 
cc^nd, v/cs $250,009, 



' ;1 



orncH > 

SURNAME p> 
DATE > 



CONJ ADM 



12-23-65 



copy ; 



.CC:NY. 



bo 

b?«: 



Icori 



■"FT- 



Director of Budget & 

Ccn tract Adnl ni at rat or 



Eovraber 12, 196? 



CAiSSL Site, lttf 
TZS CCEE!H7j COISHftCT AT( 30-1 3-3631 



Reference ±a m£e to your namGi^adun of Hoves&er 3? 19^5 * sara* 
cubj^ct* 

It In estlnatcd that the ccsto far tho preparing and packing 
for ciiipzcnt of ths personal prororty at CfJEEL by Tfta Dunbar - 
Tirana iter Corr.any through July 1/1566 will ho $£50,000, Ccpies 
of all Tack Orfi&rs issued under tn:la contract for labor, 
cau.ir:^:it p*?.tl Enterials will be furnished yci-r office ri cjht 
after eroecut^on, Mditianaily., there ulll fee' -jTai.rJy' constant ' : 
costs, nob Identified a Tctr.l; Or£cr^ foi 'project 'fitafjTiris 
cd fined oil pass- of the contract trbich inclaler Project 
limber, Assi^te^t Eanaeor^ Itovs SMeFvir-oi , j Office Manager* 
Clarls^-pist,, etc. Tka casts for tliis project ^tej^flng 
tbrcuca EovciAsr 30 io eatiz^tted at $9*300* 

Alter yen have h*d the opportunity to review the S&sk Orders 
era airrcatly fcelns negotiated^ ^3 Trill be pleased to 
furriich you ths "budget CGtir^tca in any r^iiner that you r^y 
require, 



OFFICE > 

SURNAME > 
mTF. &■ 


JCQHTEAGT. -ADM 










.CClNYO.'., ■ 






? 








1 








".■.*v^":v,v-;".-"" - : - .■ 











.^IBu^, — 



MAY ]«J COITION 

gsa r.EN. neo, no, a? 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROItf 



Chief 



CANEL 3ite 5 CNL 



T 



Director of Budget & Financ 



subject: THE DUMBAR TRANSFER COMPANY - ATC30-1) 3631 



BFB:J0 




^ ^CAHFt ... \ 

frosty ~~ 




Reference is made to subject T&M contract for services to be performed as 
specified by the Contracting Officer during the period October 27, 1965 
through July 1 5 1966* 

It is requested that an estimate of costs be furnished this office, 
without deiay^ indicating the operating and equipment funds that may be 
required by the contractor for the entire contract period and appropriate 
funds will be reserved. 

Funds will be obligated periodically based on letters issued to the 
contractor by the Contracting Officer which will include estimated cost..;-, 
of operations and equipment* It is essential that copies of these letters 
be furnished the Budget & Finance Division to cover the obligations and 
that payments may be processed . 



■b7 



cc: 



BFAc 



ft 

Mi 



Br/y US. S™£%^ Womh Regt/lttrly on the Payroll Sr£s&*s Plan 



|*OC> I' 



1 , o2 3X I 



Selection 



K 1 1 



Cm frrs? RavTflw Bsr-rd. N YC O 

Ifrrj j | p5poty tocher, NYOO 



October 26, 1965 



Chief 



■hwir vi£D CONTRACT WITH DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY 
0? NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT 



be 

b7c' 



• : .:V' : T"il 



Tho CANEL Sito Cffico is submitting herewith for Contract Bocrd 
Rdvisiv a propo:cd Tlxo & taotoriril Contract to furnish icber, 
rcctcrich, tecb, cr^iprnont, aid confess to disconnect, disrnontie, 
r?3, prcsGL'vs, support, <?r>d prepare end load for shiprsont, certain 
ec;>:: prr.cn t, motorics, laboratory tost epparaJus, end other peruana J 
property t created cf the CAMEL Facility in Middiokv.vn r Connecticut: 

By w ay of background, tho CcmrnksTon's prime contract v/it!i the 
Prcit G VVhsfasy Division o? United Aircraft Corporation for tho 
dos'sn, development end fes^ing of a spoce rcccfcr (SNAP -50) wes 
tenni rafcd'in ecrly ioty c* 1565. Following this, tho CANSL Lab- 
oratory v/c3 dcoforod excess to tho Cornrntelcn's noods, end tho 
Gcncrc! Services so notified. At tho scctjo tircs, tho Commission 
cot up a policy for oxcocsing 'ho equipment focctod ci CANSL on a 
priority hzzh * The priority, in brief, wes to satisfy tho needs 
(?) tha feSiaw-en SNAP-SO Program which hod boon c3«»rjnod to tta 
Uvorrncro Laboratory, end (2) other speco pregrcra irndor tho dircc- 
Hen c? Harold Finger. Additions! Iy # thcro wcro other programs of 
cpccfcl irnportcnca.fo tho Gornnfeion included in this priority system 
which finally involved c>ppro>:an^cly 11 contractors to tho /.EC. 
Thoss contractors have c!5 vbvtod tho CANSL Lcbcrctory end have 
tr^cd cquipsrrsnf vsluod at somcv/her© on the order of $9,000, GOO. 



Foliating termination of tho Preft & Wbitnoy prims contract, discus- 
ciens tvero hold with tho Gcncrc! Services Adni^iaftaticn centered on 
fhosr te'eing over tho Soborctcr/ at tho ccr?icst pczsfblo dcto. After 
tho Dcston Region of GSA bed reviewed tho scope- of tho operation for 



jtntonancs-cf tho k 



y a v/cH c2 the pec keging end d?s- 
tributton c? the cqulpntsnt , thoy Tnformod the? Cc^jQission thrf tfcoy 
v/cro no? ct this (feo prepcrcd to cccept either tho feboratory or the 
rc^onsibJiity for tho excosssng of tho cquFpmont. At about this ccmo 
i-cfr;o # Prait & v/hUncy indicated their willingness to maintain tho 
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October 2$, 1965 



Ichorcfcry, plccfag ?? in a standby etata, but declined to csslst 'with 
tho cisccnnoctJng, removal, aid chopping of cqufp;ranf to other loca- 
tions* In brief , cftcr cxhsustirig tho possibilities of having Pre?? & 
V. hi tnoy mencging tho pocking end disposal of tho excess equipment, 
end G3A f s roiuctanco fo ccccpt the feberctcry under tho conditions 
proposed by fha Ccrnrnfcslcn, stops wore token fo solicit quotations 
frera Iced firms cf known end proven capability for tho removal of 
this cqu Spmcnf. 

On October I, 1965 requests for quotations were ssnt to tho Dunbar 
Transfer Con^cny of Ncwi ngton, Conriectfcut end the Roger Sherman 
Rigging Company of Blcomfield, Connecticut* Doth of theso firms cro 
weH known in Connecticut wish provsn versatility end copoblljfy based 
upon preview v/orfc at CAN2L as we!! a* their General reputation in 
the Connecticut cs«u Following receipt of our loiter, both correctors 
rent representatives to the CANCL Sifo, wore briefed on the naJuro of 
tho work, inspected tho equipment, end were requested to mafco their 
quotations ct tho earliest possible tir^o* A proposal was received from 
tho S>jnbsr Transfer Company on October 11 , 1965, and tho Roger 
Shorrcen Elisgincj Company on October 12, 1963, 



Tho Dunbar prrpvv-i dn\\w?nc\ tn n^,nn 



Vice Prudent of tho company. 



President i- end 

After a cursory" review cY tho is,- p reposal" end a few quest ion?, ihey wora 
informed rhot wo would examine the proposal in o'stai! end again bo hi 
touch with them* if was, however, learned at this time that tho roteo 
quoted for labor were only for the tlirjo tho 'cher was on tho GANEL 
S!ta ond that there would bo no charges ?cr porta! -to-porta! pay os Is 
contained in certain union csreemsnis end which Dunbcr v/cs absorbing 
C7 including In J ho quoted straieht tiroo rata. p 

Tho fcner Sherman prop osal arrived on Oc tober 12, by moil. Tho; 
ware then contacted cnd | I General Manager of Roger 

Shorten Raging Colony , wes requested to veslt the CAN5L Site in 
order that wo might discuss h k proposal in some detail ♦ Tho original 
visit hod consisted only cf ono | "V ho Is a rigger super* 

LTtendont, and who, at tho tlrro of iha visst, Indicated there wcro 



c-srter?* admEnrs tgtjra details tho ? ho was no* prepared to fsSk fibout. 

tho General Mc?no:;or of L 



v/no wes to bo dosigprotad the Pro[oct 5upor?ntendont f 
| fhe Prcsjdant of Roger Shcrn^an Company , 
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Ocfcber 26, 1965 



visited tha CAN5L Site Office. In addition to o general review of fhelr : 
capabilities on thh \ob, it was brought out that their proposed rales did 
no* include pcrfc?«fo-pc.-td pay for rlogors, teamsters, end tho piping 
trades. This, f} was understood, would bo additional time above 'that 
quoted end wc-yld bo a? time or tJreo-end-o-holF for h mm! nlinw™?** 

be;wacn Blocwflcld, Connecticut and the CANEL Site 

wa requested to furnish a supplemental quote which would include tHeso , 
additions) charges; fho additional quote was famlshod to this office at , 
time cn (ha come- day. 



Fel leaving receipt of these proposals, o number of cost comparisons were 
prepared based cn- on assumed average crew end equipment required to 
handle representative Items a? equipment end rigs. The assumption took 
into account the trades believed to bs required for the major pert of 
fho labor. Additionally, there wore venations in the rates quoted for 
equipment, . both manned end bare. These cost comparisons resulted in 
less than 2% difference in costs between the two centres tore. 

Doth firms were again contacted on October 18, and arrangements mode 
to havo the Dunbar Transfer Company visit fho CANEL Site ct 9:20 cm. 
on October 20, and tho J-tegsr Shorcr.cn Rigging Company at 2:00 p.m. 
cn the same data. With representatives of tho New York Off ico present, 
mora discussion v/cs held regarding the method of charging far equipment, 
timo-keeping, other contracts presently underway, the size c? the force 
that they ccuSd muster far this pcrricutor job, and their safety program. 
Additionally, they v/ere both offered the opportunities to either resubmit 
cr modify cny portion of their previous quote cn rotes of labor and equip- 



jr.- 



' I'* I 



The Dunbar Transfer Company at this time offered a complete revision 
of their labor rates, end in discussions indicated that there would bo no • 
charges for unmanned equipment cn the Site . fn fho cose cf Roger 
Slsonrcn, they OKprssrsd a relucfanco to change their criminal ouoto, 
end by letter dated October 21, 1965, confined this fact to tho 
Office ♦ The/ did, however, offer to fcrsge any markup for overhead 
and profit in the event it was necessary to subcontract cny special izod 
construction work. In brief, the Pager Sherman Company has held firm : 
to their original quote, whereas tho Dunbar Transfer Company has sub- 
mitted a revised bid and subsequent to that time, voluntarily offered 
other reductions In their hourly rates in certain trades. 
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Contract Review Board -4- October 26, 1965 



Morn'ocrs of en informal £G?aclio n ^emmto, ccr^ooss d of Mr. Charles 
Jonfcins, Contract Adntnfctroiorj J Procuremsnt 



SpccicKstJ ""[rf our Now York 



Offlco end reysol?, hove cencju^od that bo<h fifsvTs ncm v/ell qualified 
end ccscbla of handling (his quits ccrrplo^ end difficult Job. Both 
candidates havo c;:bib;rcd seed understanding cf f\\o problems involved 
end the varied supervision thai thoy would bo subjected fa- ft did ap~ 
peer, hewever, that Dunbar was perhaps a bit mora experienced or 
oriented towards tho handling cf collects instrumentation end had had 
encre cxparionsd in ths handling end moving contaminated equipment. 
?n cgc»?n racking cos? comparisons hesod upon tho rcvissd quotation fur- 
nished by Dunbar, tha labor end equipment costs dearly favored the 
Dunbar proposal v 

(t might a! so be pointed out fhc3 | | dun no the discussions 

c^prcssod cn unv/f Jlingncss fo u^o equipment available at CANHl, such . 
c$ fcrlHift trucks 9 Dunbar, on the other hand, had indicated thoy 
would ba v/iUing to uso any equipment available a* tho Laboratory. 
This uso cf tho handling equipment available est CANUL was not factored 
Into tho ccct comparisons; hevvavar, this would in itseS? edd up to a sub- 
stantia! amount over tho life cf rh© contract* 

Thcro era enclosed horoivith copies of tho propose !s received in connec- 
tion tvSth this v/orIc # ciont) with cH subsequent correspondence from those 
ft mis. V/o ere also enclosing copies of cost comparisons prepared by 
this offlodf woil cs a FFndJnc? <t cnd-cbfen^S net :on fcr accomplishing this 
v/crk under a Tfeo & Material* Contract « Additionally, v/o have learned 
from tho Sntall Business Adntfn'tfrction Off icq in Hertford, Connecticut 
that both ftesa firms era etas-sod SrncH Dusina-^, 

It is fho unaiir:iou3 opinion of tha cbovs constituted selection coromitteo 
that tho contract should bo awarded to tho Dunbar Yrarsfcr Company. . 
t Concur and recemmond that Dunbar be approved,, A proposed Contract 
v/ich Shis firm is attached fcr your approvals 



Enclosures: 
as stated 
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Uo S» Atomic Energy Commission 

CANEL Site 

P. O. Box 1102 

Middletown, Conn. 60439 



Attention: j 

Contract Administrator 

Re: Rigging and Equipment 
CANEL 

Middle town, Conn. 
Gentlemen : - . 

We have reviewed our supplemental letter of October 14, 
1965 regarding travel allowance for the various Labor 
that may be required in connection with this proposed 
project. 

As stated at our meeting on Wednesday, October 20 th, this 
travel expense is a union condition which we are committed 
to pay* The travel time is figured on actual monies to 
be paid and does not include any overhead or profit ♦ 

In view of the foregoing we regret to advise that wc are • 
unable to make any adjustment in the travel rates as quoted. 

In the spirit of compromise, we intend to forego any markup 
for overhead and profit in the event it is necessary to sub-i '. • 
contract any specialized construction work. ". iv:" : ;V 

Very truly yours, 

THR PfYlTiT? SHFffMflN PTiQTTNG COMPANY 



C/s 



fj~\ -, _. ; _ A 
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United States Atomic Energy Commission 
.. Middletown, Connecticut 

•.-...Gentlemen: ■ 

•please allow this submission to supplement bur proposal of 
•October 11th, and, we wish to supersede the schedule of rates 
.therein contained. 

Our administration has further considered our revenue require- 
ments from the projected work on the CANEL Site, Because of 
• the volume anticipated in a reasonably continuous sequence of 
U operations, we have determined that our overhead factors arc . 
reduced/ We have, therefore, prepared a new schedule of charges ; 
reflecting inclusions of much greater advantage to the United 
States Government. We respectfully ask that you consider these 
new rates in lieu of those, previously set forth. • .-■.•W' 

'••In our original material, we proposcd | ""[ >s our Project 

Manager, and in so doing offered a top operating officer of our v ); . 7 
company, the most experienced and versatil e man avail able to you b7c "V 

.■"from any source. Wc have pointed out that | ~| has con tin-. .". 

uous access to the rest of our leadership team J I 

\ ' i 

I ~l Thus, you gain eight experts and con- ■"; 

cultants for the cost of one. This price is hard to defeat, ; 

Ao you pursue the projects nna references submitted to you, v/c 
■;flsk you to consider that all of i;Lo work completed or in process 
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has been under the direction of our present management. There * 
have been no recent changes in our corporate control, and we 
retain the undiluted ability to offer the experienced service 
that has built our company over the years. The sole interest 
of our ownership is in the line of work bid upon. V ^/ 

The Dunbar Transfer Company warrants its ability to serve you 
faithfully and well- We trust our price structure to be.com- re- 
petitive in view of the performance v/e can render. 



'* /" V ."v ,f 

■-;- # v-.;-r 



Very truly yours, 

^^the^diisbar transfer com pany 




President 



DPD/Xed 
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THE DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY 
HOURLY RATE SCHEDULE FOR THE UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

OCTOBER 18, 1965 



CLASSIFICATION 



STRAIGHT TIME RATE 



Project Manager 
Assistant Ma nager 
Timekeeper 
Clerk Typist' 



Move Supervisor 

Ironworker General Foreman 

Ironworker Foreman 

Ironworker 

Rigger Foreman 

Rigger 

Teamster Foreman 
Teamster 

Millwright General Foreman 
Millwright Foreman 
Millwright 
Operating Engineer 
Carpenter General Foreman 
Carpenter Foreman 
Carpenter 

Electrician General Foreman 
Electrician Foreman 
Electrician 

Steamfitter General Foreman 
Steamfitter Foreman 
Steamfitter 

Plumber General Foreman 
Plumber Foreman 
Plumber 

Sheetmetal General Foreman 
Sheetmetal Foreman 
Sheetmetal Worker 



$14.52 
12.71 
5.45 ' 
3.63 
10.23"" 
9.23 
3.75 
8.25 
7.93 
6.23 
6.23 
5.94 
8.67 
8.27 
7.24 
8.20 "v 
8.67 
8.27 
7.24 
9.03 
8.50 
7.96 
9.87 
8.82 I 
8.28 1 
9.87 i 
8.82 Z 
8.28 ? 
8.67 
8.40 
8.14 



Tractor & Low. Bed Trailer Manned 

10-29^ Tons Inclusive 
3 o-29"-40yTon s Inc lus i ve 
40— C& Tons Inclusive 
60-75 Tons Inclusive 
Over 75 Tons 

Special Low Bed 30'6" Platform 



11.75 
14.00 
17.50 
22.50 
34.50 
17.00 
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Tractor & Low Bed Trailer -Bare 

Deduct $2.50 from Manned Prices Above 

Tractor & Flat Trailer Manned 

18' -34' Inclusive 9.75 
35 , -42 1 Inclusive ' 11.50 

Tr actor & Flat Trailer Bare- 

Deduct $2.50 from Manned Prices Above 

Tractor & Van Trailer Manned 

30'-35' Inclusive 9.75 
40' Electronic Air Ride 11.50. 

Tractor & Van Trailer JBare 

Deduct $2.50 from Manned Prices Above 

Tractor & Extendable Trailer Manned 12.00 
Tractor & Extendable Trailer Bare 9.50 

Trucks 

6.75 
4.75 
B.25 
6.25 
9.00 
7.00 
9.50 
7.50 

Li ft Trucks Bare 

2- 3- Tons Inclusive 4.75 

3- 5 Tons Inclusive 5.75 
£5-7 Tons Inclusive 6.00 

4.50 
4.50 



1/4-1/2 Ton Truck Manned 
1/4-1/2 Ton Truck Bare 
1-5 Ton Truck Manned 
1-5 Ton Truck Bare 
6 Ton Winch Truck Manned 
6 Ton Winch Truck Bare 
10 Ton Winch Truck Manned 
10 Ton Winch Truck Bare 



Shop Crawlers Bare 
Shop Mules Bare 



\ XERO) 



Page 3 

Truck Cranes Manned - Engineers 

10-25 Tons Inclusive 
30 Tons 
35 Tons 



$21.00 
22.50 
29.50 



. ■. i. 



.•..v.^-ty 



Gantry - 20 Tons 
Gantry - 60 Tons 

Tools & Equipment 



14.50 per day' 
29.50 per day 

$2.75 per hour per 4 man crew 



.! 

V;- '£ 



Our Overhead and Profit on materials are included in the Labor Rates 
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THE DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY 
Hourly Rate Proposals - Straight Time 



Classification 


Original Bid 


Revised Bid 


Project Manager 


$15.00 


$ 14.52 


Assistant Manager 


13.00 


12.71 


Timekeeper 


5.70 


5.45 


Clerk Typist 


3.80 


3.63 


Move Supervisor 


10.50 


10.23 


Ironworker Genera! Foreman 


9.50 


9.23 


Ironworker Foreman 


9.00 


8.75 


Ironv/orker 


8.50 


8.25 


Rigger Foreman 


8,25 


7.93 


Rigger 


6.50 


6.23 


Teamster Foreman 


6.50 


6.23 


Teamster 


6.25 


5.94 


Millwright General Foreman 


9.00 


8.67 


Mi li wright Foreman 


8.50 


8.27 


Mil Iv/right 


7.50 


7.24 


Operating Engineer 


8.50 


8.20 


Carpenter General Foreman 


9.00 


8.67 


Carpenter Foreman 


8.50 


8.27 


Carpenter 


7.50 


7.24 


Electrician General Foreman 


9.31 


9.03 . 


Electrician Foreman 


8.76 


8.50 


1_» CT^_ l| f\, l<sJt I 


8.21 


7.96 


Steamfitter General Foreman 


10.18 


9.87 


Steamfiffer Foreman 


9.09 


8.82 


Steanfitter 


8.54 


8 28 


Pi umber General Foreman 


10.18 


7 ■ O/ 


Plumber Foreman 


9.09 


R P;? 


Plumber 


8.54 


q 90 
0 • /o 


Sheetmetai General Foreman 


8.94 


P AT 

0 .0/ 


Sbeetmeto! Foreman 


8.66 


8 40 


Sheefmeta! Worker 


8.39 


8.14 


Tractor and Low Bed Trailer Manned 




10-29 Tons Inclusive 


12.25 


11.75 


30-39 Tons Inclusive 


14.50 


14.00 


40-59 Tons Inclusive 


18.00 


17.50 


60-75 Tons Inclusive 


23.00 


22.50 


Over 75 Tons 


35.00 


34.50 


Special Low Bed 30'6" Platform 17.50 


17.00 



Negotiated Bid 



$14.52 
12.71 
5.45 
3.63 
10.23 
9.23 
8.75 
8.25 
7.93 
6.23 
6.23 
5.94 
8.67 
8.27 
7.24 
7.45* 
8.67 
8.27 
7.24 
9.03 
8.50 
7.96 
9.12* 
3.32* 
7.50* 
9.12* 
8.32* 
7.50* 
8.67 
3.40 
8.14 



n .75 . 

14.00 
17.50 , 
22.50 
34.50 
17.00 



* Changed as result of negotiation 
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T The Dunbar Transfer Company 
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Classification Original Bid , RevisedBjd Negotiated Bid 

Troctor and Low Bed Traile r 

Deduct from Manned Prices Above $2.00 $2.50 $2.50 v ; 



10.25 9.75 . ' 9.75 

12.00 11.50 1 1.50 



Tractor and Flat Trailer Manned 
18' - 34' Inclusive 

35* - 42' Inclusive . 12.00 n . - ' ' -™> ,\.^y> : ;r ^H-i 

Tractor and F lat Trailer ■ / .''.V;- : -;! : 

— '. ' . "■ • ' : \X' y . : ^ '-'i rU f% 

Deduct from Manned Prices Above 2.00 2.50 2.50 . - , g£f 

Tractor and Van Trailer Manned . ' V-'Fi]' 

30' - 35' Inclusive- . 10.25 9.75 V 9.75 . j V*;%* 

40' Electronic Air Ride 1 1 - 50 ... 1U3U • V 

Tractor and Van Traiier . V^^,:/-; 

Deduct from Manned Prices Above • . 2.00 2.50 2.50 y 'ff? r (:i'^\ 

• • ' " 'v..; "'■ 

Tractor and Extendable Trailer Manned 12.50 12.00 1 2.00 

Tractor and Extendable Trailer 10.50 9.50 9.50 ... \r-.'i;,4 

Trucks '. '-' v : i 

1/4- 1/2 Ton Truck Manned 7.25 6.75 6.75 



1/4 - 1/2 Ton Truck 
1 - 5 Ton Truck Manned 



5.25 • • • 4.75 4.75 

8.75 8.25 ... 8.25 



1-5 Ton Truck 6.75 6.25 6.25 

6 Ton Winch Truck Manned 9.50 9.00 ^ 

"6 Ton Winch Truck 7.50 . 7.00 7.00 

10 Ton Winch Truck Manned 10.00" 9.50. 9.50 

10 Ton Winch Truck 8.00 7.50 . 7.50 



/• V-V. 
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Classification 
Liff Trucks 

2- 2-1/2 Tons Inclusive 

3- 5 Tons Inclusive 
6-7 Tons Inclusive 

Shop Crawlers Bare 
Shop Mules Bare 

Truck Cranes Manned - Engineers 

10 - 25 Tons Inclusive 
30 Tons 
35 Tons 

Gantry - 20 Ton 
Gantry - 60 Ton 



Original Bid 



$5.00 
6.25 
6.50 

5.00 
5.00 



21.00 
22.50 
30.00 



Revised Bid 



$4.75 
5.75 
6.00 

4.50 
4.50 



21.00 
22.50 
29.50 



15.00 per day 
30.00 per day 



Negotiated Bid 



$4.75. 
5.75 
6.00 

4.50 
4.50 



21.00 
22.50 
29.50 



Tools & Equipment per hour per 4 man crew 3.00 
Our overhead and profit on materials are included in the Labor Rates. 



14.50 per day 
29.50 per day 

2.75 • 



■.. t.t:-.;. •. • 
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1 4.50 per day : 
29.50 per day 

2.75 
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522 COTTAGE GROVE ROAD • BLOOMF1ELD, CONNECTICUT 06002 « TELEPHONE 5284105 

October 18,^965 

' ' • ■ !. J ■ ■■ ... 



U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 

CANEL Site 

P. O. Bo* 1102 

Middletown, Conn. 60439 



Attention : £ 



Gentlesien : 



Contract Administrator 



... .-iouaxj 




hi 



.Li 



Referring to our telephone conversation of today, we 
wish to advise that The Roger Sherman Rigging Company 
is a Corporation, incorporated in the State of Conn- . 
ecticut. We are classified as a "sroall business con- 
cern" and employ fewer than 500 employees . 

Our Employer's Identification Number is 06-0802090. 

As discussed, the writer will attend a meeting at your 
office on Wednesday, October 20, 1965 at 2:00 P.M. 



* I 



Very truly yours, 

THE ffOGER SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY 



c/s 




,522 COTTAGe GROVE ROAD 



DLOOMF1ELO, CONNECTICUT 0G002 « TELEPHONE 52B-4105 

October 1 4, .1965 




U„ S* Atonic Energy Commission 

CANEL Si to 

P. O* Box 1102 

IVtLddlctovm, Conna 60439 



b7C 



Attention : J 



Re: Rigging and Equipment Rates 
CANEL 

Middletovm, Conn* 



Gentlemen: 

Pursuant to our meeting at your office on Thursday, 
Octobor 14, 1965 and in accordance with your request, 
v/g are pleased to supplement our letter of October 11, 
1965 to include travel allowance for the various Labor 
that may be required in connection with this proposed . 
project* 



LABOR 

A) Rigging & Moving 

Project Superintendent 
Ironworker Foreman 
Ironworker 
Rigger Foreman 
Rigger 

Millwright Foreman 
ML 11 wright 
Operating Engineer 
Timekeeper 



Travel Time 
Per Day Per Man 



$ none 
none 
\ none 
11,00 
8*60 
none 
none 
none 
— none 



B) Electrieal Wtork 

General Foreman 
Foreman 
journeyman 
Truck Driver 
Apprentice - 1st year 
2nd year 



none 
none 
none 
8*60 
none 
none 



l v 



2. 
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THE Rv^£R SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY 



Travel Time 
Per Day Per Man 



C) Piping Work 

Superintendent 
Foreman 

Journeyman Plumber 
journeyman Steamfitter 
Welder 

Asbestos Worker 
Truck Driver 
Apprentice 

D) Carpentry Work 

Superintendent 
Foreman 
Journeyman 
Apprentice 



$3*00 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
8.60 
3.00 



none 
none 
none 
none 



' b7C ^ * 



Transportation of equipment is based upon portal to portal 
time incurred from and to our terminal per our hourly rates. , 

thank you for the consideration shown and if any additional 
information is required please do not hesitate to call as we 
are desirous of servicing your needs. ■ 



Very truly yours, 



THE ROGER SHERMAN RIGGING 00. 



C/s 



■ HE ROGER 

522 COTTAGE GROVE ROAD 



BLOOMFIELD, CONNECTICUT G6002 • TELEPHONE 528-4 105 

October ll,j.isfes.- 



U. S* Atomic Energy Commission 

CANEL Site 

P, O. Box 1102 

Middle town, Conn* 60439 




ho ;j 

hie ; j 



Attention : 



Re: Rigging and Equipment Rates 
CANEL 
Middletown, Conn. 

Gentlemen: 

Pursuant to your request for quotation, ce are pleased to 
submit the following rates for services necessary to plan, 
schedule , dismantle, preserve, rig, support, skid, box, 
prepare and load for shipment to destinations as requested; 
equipment, materials, laboratory and test apparatus, located 
at CANEL Site, Middle tovm, Conn* 

in the event we are the successful contractor on this pro- 
ject, you can be assured v;e will be in a position to furnish 
adequate work forces of all trades to maintain a rigid eff- 
icient work schedule ♦ 

Straight Time 

'.LABOR Hourly R^te _ V...^ 

A) Riggin g ^ Moving 

Project Superintendent $ 

Ironworker Foreman 



Ironworker 
Rigger Foreman 
Rigger 

Millwright Foreman 
Kdllnright 
Operating Engineer 
Timekeeper 

B) Electrical Work 

General Foreman 
Foreman 
journeyman 
Truck Driver 
Apprentice - 1st year 
2nd year 



10.50 
8.75 
8.25 
8.00 
6.25 
8.25 
7*25 
7.25 
3o25 



8.75 
8.25 
8.00 
6.25 
4.50 
5.00 



COPY | 



1^- 



2. 



THE 



cR SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY 



C) Piping Work 

Superintendent 
Foreman 

Journeyman Plumber 
Journeyman Steamf itter 
Welder 

Asbestos Worker 
Truck Driver 
Apprentice 



traight Ti^e 
Hourly Rate 
$ 8.75 
8.25 
7.50 
7.50 
7.50 
7.75 
6,25 
5.00 



D) Carpentry Work 

Superintendent 
Foreman 
Journeyman 
Appr entice 

EQUIPMENT 

A) Tractor & Low Bed Trailer 

10-29 ton cap. incl. 
30-40 ton cap. incl. 
41-60 ton cap. incl. 
61-75 ton cap. incl. 
over 75 ton cap. 
Special low bed - 40 1 

B) Tractor & Flat Trailer 
Tractor & Van Trailer 
Tractor & Pole Trailer 

18'~34 f incl. 
35 '-42 ' incl. 



3.75 
8.25 
7.25 
5,00 



Operated Hourly 



platform 



12.50 
15.00 
17.50 
20.00 
25.00 
20.00 



10.50 
12.50 



Bare Daily S, 

t .;,.$ 43.00 - £**;V' 
1 68.00 - 

88.00 -0/^3 
„ 108.00 ^.tl^'Xl 
: r tls*- 148.00- 7/'^- 
. m tf* 108.00 - /^^ 



44.00 -.^r 

48.00 



c) Trucks 

% ton cap. 

5 ton cap. 

6 ton cap. with winch 
10 ton cap. with winch 



7.50 
8.00 
9.00 
10.00 



"•- 20.00 
24.00 
J ' 32.00 ^ 

^'~4o.oo '^y-v- 



D) Lift Trucks 
3 ton cap. 
5 ton cap. 
7% ton cap. 



40.00 
50.00 -V>v".; : ! 
60.00 



B) Shop Crawlers & Shop Kule 
Cat. Tractor -> D4 
Airborne 

F) Truck Cranes 
25 ton cap. 
30 ton cap. 
35 ton cap. 



21.50 
22. 50 
25.00 



40.00! 
40.00 



... . ■■ 

A 



XCRO r. 
COPY f 



Cor> 



- iiS96l u^W? -^Ajoaf 

— " ■ l$^ 3 j<) - ■ ■ ■ jo^^x. 1 ■ ■ ■ ■■ ■■ ■ . ■■riotwx* 

THE R. SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY- 
B are Da ily ■■ .-. 

G) Rigging Equipment : 

A Frame 10 ton cap. ' $ 10,00 

A Frame 20 ton cap. 15-00 

A Frame 60 ton cap* 30*00 

Skips : ' . 10.00 ; ; 

Rig. platforms > 10,00 

Misc. small tcols-per 5 man crew 24*00 / 

MATERIAL ' ■ .. ^ 



All material required vrill be billed at ouractual cost* 

r We are fully covered by insurance, including Rigger's Risk 
coverage and certificate will be furnished on request, 

i 

i Our Company is familiar with the work involved as we originally 

installed a major portion of this equipment. 

Dae to the magnitude of this project, you may desire to have a 
personal discussion to clarify or elaborate on the contents of 
our proposal. 

W3 are anxious to add this work to the many successful operations 
) y ' , our firm has performed for New England Industry and we appreciate 

the opportunity of quoting on your requirements and trust we 
may have the pleasure of serving you P 

Very truly yours, 

THE ROGER SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY 



V 



C/s 



!NVlTAt!ON, BID AND A™D (SUPPLY CONTRACT) 



'■r-'- Scope of Work 
'. Payment 
Subcontracts 
Period of Performance 
Licenses and Permits 
Waste Disposal 

V *l v Definitions (d) 

*"*2. Changes 

'4:': 3. Extras 

4* Variation in Quantity 

**5. Inspection 

v-- r 6. Responsibility for Supplies 

: t 7. Payments 

8* Assignment of Claims 

9* Additional Bond Security 

*10. Examination of Records (c) 

11. Default 

**12. Disputes (1) (2) 

• 13. Notice & Assistance Regarding Patent & 
Copyright Infringement 

% ;V**14. Buy American Act (b) (in) (b) (iv) 

15, Convict Labor 



* Additions 
** Alterations 



■» • I: "j \« 



General Provisions 



16* Contract Work Hours Standards Act-Overttme X 

Compensation 

17. Wafsh-Healey Public Contracts Act • 

■ ■ • 

18. Equal Opportunity 

19. Officials Not to Benefit ' , " 

20. Covenant Against Contingent Fees . 

21. Utilization of Small Business Concerns 

22. Utilization of Concerns in Labor Surplus Areas 

23. Alterations & Additions (see footnote) - ; . .. 

24. Patent Indemnity ... " 

• . r' • • " , . '. 

25. Reporting of Royalties . . ^ ;i v. 1 . .. .: 

26. Renegotiation 'V, 

27. Federal, State, and Local Taxes : -- r J ' 

"' .' ■ • »■• * •' 

28. Notice of Labor Disputes . - 

29. Termination for the Convenience of the Gov't 

30. Permits 



- t-\ 



' f'i^f t."| 



.... -•; 



■ 1. ■ V > 



4 KCRC 




: - : 14: 



.u~ r _ r w.-l~J? -■ •...:•:;> • 



bid cpmijig vijrav: 



3. T.Kc SWfccdafc i.ickrti.'J 5>* 



"ursiis:? labor,, ma^erl.\l f 

partitions ^nd o+h*? eciji.p»rit ^nd r^platiny 
or relocating 3w»«?)^Ti?»^»iseary to d i t : - 

"support, 6k Id; box e prupAti?, ).o<i:> • rJt^y*Z$T ' ^ Vs**** 7 *'* 



(CON? THUS ON PA«K 3) 



t ((rO ttcfjr.Jff, czyf x.n'M* a rfifinnt foivt^t !*y {fx hut:*:?} 



^ t 1G s . 





i f V ?JD^V-'2 f.Wi-Tt*. riv/i S:*>. ^r>J Zi".J»«*v. 



L. 



: 



Papc 2 of SF 33 



L SMALL BUSIMESS REPRESENTATION ($<* far ttonSFXi-A) ' V 

He LJ is T LJ ii acn, a £n>a!L buxmc£i concern. If •hiddtx b a wrfall byiine&n eonwrii and iflnot the manufacturer of uSc 

supplies bid upon, he tJso T^pr^tcms that tii aunphri to be furnished hereunder ! f wiiJ, LJ will Dot, be manufactured 

or produced by a im^iil business concern tn the united States, ics pocsecriooi, or Puerto Rico 

2. REGULAR DEALER-MANUFACTURER REFRES EKTATt ON 

Kc ta o. LJ regular de^er ia, I 1 Tnancficmrcr of, the tuppiie* bid opon. : ^ 

3. CONTINCTvFTr FER REPRESENTATION 

(n) Ho LJ h^i, LJ haa nci, cjwjjJoyed cr retained tny company or per R&afoihtT tkzn a Jutl-tirw, bono fidt tmpifytr w&£t/g_ 

ssUty fir iht br^drf} to soJicit or sa:vrc rhia contract, and (b) ht O taa. D or 'Breed to pay anv cosmpiny 

or pp-Bon f urAfr (As* a fxlt-ttrtf. boxa fidt enphyst tturi:r^ sttbljjbi (ht d^^nny fee. c^mmiistoci^ percentage or broKer^gt fee, 
cottlirrenl upc^i or reudting from she award of '.hi* ccntrru*; and ctjrfsi Lo ftirnith information rcbtbig w (a) and £b) above 
£i rcqc^Jed by thsr Contracting Officer, f /^r iniszpTftefwa vfths reprtsttita/ion. unhiding tk* Urm * 'bcnn fnfr tmpfoytt** tot Codr of 
Ftdtrzl Rtgxteumt, Tilts 41, Subpart 1-15.) 

4. TVPE OF EUSINF£S ORGANIZATION R EPRES EftTTATl O N 

He operate ^ ^ ! — ! indrvi<f^wJ F LJ partntrihip, LJ corp^ttca, i»corpt>T^t^J sa ibt State of 1':- 

5. AmUAlION AND KDENTirYING DATA. c^l ccmpV^: {oL tDd fb) if appUcflble, and (c) befcw: 
(a> He LJ is, LJ is &ot t o%^rd or comrc-Usd by parcel company. (S*a fi}r> 13 SF 

(b) If the b otv^cd cr coa^odi^d by & parent oo^n^-jy, be f^ili,cnt^i die bJ<rcka bcSo^ t^e a*me and main oiBce 

. .clZrcz}. cS 0x> p;rc^ cijop^uj'j " "■ ■■ - h . 



{c} Ei7tp?oycr T s IdeotUicatiofl Number (Seepar. H en SF 3J-A } 



3i 



EQUAL OPS'OILTUNITY , ■ . J 

He ' LJ LJ hss no!, partidpsicd In a jvrrvioua ooctrtict cs aubcortirtiri t\ibjei:t ritfcer fes iW HqtiJtf Ogpomi=iity dai^ 

herem or ?h<* dauss ori;p£2dty coatcincd in tcc(jp& 3i>l of Ejjftcutivr OHrr Na. S 01^23; that fco D bi5, Cj L# bcj, fihsS 

al! p«iv-ired compliance repcrti; CDd (hat re preset tati&n* taojt^ting oubrolufcon p*o,airad oOSp£i£iC£C repcrti* (S^ICd 

po-*d subccmLrVitter*. v/tll be obtttititd prior to tutrccair^ct ctVh^Jj. j » 

BUY AMERICAN CERTIFICATE ■ j j 

The Iierrby ceniftro that each prtKluct, f^ccpi [he end produtli listed betow, Lai © riacfceatic teurc« cad ptT^J^ 

f As defined M Mr ^ctf^tf criiitUd "Bujr American A<\" }; cttd xhzx corcpcsicTiu unir_tiwn orij^a have fcfcra ccritcidc?«d to 

a . 



mir^d, prodt:frd T o^ martufectured ouitidr the Uniicd 



s. 



CERTIFICATION INnEPEWDE^T PR ?CE I>KTERM[NATlOPJ rtop^ /j|wSi^5-/IJ 

in.) £y^tt^^™tt^T^^i*^tr r &^^ ctttftrz. aijd in tbt ens^ cf a fed t^ch party thereto ccrtififa <i» fa its cwrj 

The prices t=>^i7-ttd have becu arrived £t indcrjrnderitly, wjtbouf con^ulu^on, comciantcarion, or ejreertierti, for chr 
purfrc^^ of rratricUr:g ccmpstitioR* tui to t^^tr reli^r,^ to cich prLtcfc v/Uh r^sy clhcr bidder or with tr^y compdjor; 

{2j Lto^£3 etherv^ie rrtjuircd by law* thr c^rs cfe^T^^-:; ^i; ^^o^H rr^v^bHrTv> have not been EtnowingSy. diseased by 
fhe* fei-r^ and will nci Ii^c=wmgJy be <li:ctco^d by ihc t--Jt^i-^^t^^Tp^ . directly or indirocOy io any oibet bidder or 
to /xriy corajx?3:or- t;:d 

($) No ctlcrnpt Iv^ b^cr: made or will i» mode by the Cr^b* to induce cny ^th^r rwrton &r firm to nibrnit or not *> submit , 
n bid fcr the purpo;^ of rtnricunx ccmprtmt?n. 

(b) Each prr&on signing ttik<J& cenifln that: 

(t) He ia the prrrcn in the i^d^b- org^nif ation ^c^p^?n^Jb!e wrdiin that or^nifJitioo for (he deciuion a< <he pricet being 
bid herein .gad th^i he h^i ikh pcrtidpaied, rjvd wili not participa^ in tny tc?^ contrary to (a) {1} through (a) (j) abo^; cr 

(2) 0) He a coi tbs p^rton ia the orgruii^^ioo rrrpotaiiblt ytfhhia ifear organization for the decbioa ai fo the price* 

brirt^ bid h?reift ihst be hen b^cr aiiihcnse-Li m ^ct ai " gsjii for the prrc^ru rctpontifclt for tuch decimon lq 

ccrttlyin^ that *uch perwm have not jxarbciprjisd, n^d w^l not participate in uny action oor^ary to (o) (1) through (a) (3J 



r-b^>Y*^ end hC 3 fbeir ^i*oi dcrt herc-by Vilify; *jjd (ii) br haj not jAartjfipjttd, p^rfidpMe, in crvy ar 



\ : " 1^1 



<ii^^ Kef::! r.-i 



. *£TPOi 



ICO^T' 



T 



CO* ill? ACT I-O. AT<»-1)- 



SVSBS 3 



and thjp to dostit>atic*<ak, csulpront, aatajiaJa, lo Moratory t«st- V',/'| : 4ff.r 

. .>>W ' :•— — l-'vn^M 

L ' / . *\ ■ i ' -- ■ t 

■ • i — * § \ . * .. ■ . ' • • *• 

. K / sjn«r«tudfa» requested by th.? U. S. Att«ic Sn.wgy C^i&Uoyvh&rfclnaf^r^'V ^Vp^VH-. 

*; >\V J . — "" .'■ '^r-^ 'V: -rirKt 



COW f 



referred to th* • CteoluiorJ j Tfc* in*t&tlc*d cost cf tte»| equipment to.-»; -v..,: 



be relocated |o syftgeato ataly S lS, 3iV*i&»». Ifta arawawntionod work and • 

r .' • ' ■'■ ■ 

- "J 

^<rv*c^r>%> to perform is^sax^ixx-escsirasS at the Omission's. Ca:??L tilts, 
" " ~ * /» 

ttlddlatofe, Connecticut/? Ail work to to puforacd um!«r thia e&n tract will 
ba sot forth In *ritt«a task orders Issues b y il u? Cfra *ifrfrfcT> to the Ccr. tractor 
CKri*vrhrc^^5l2 opacify : 
1* Tte ntsaberr of ibis contract 
2* The flUfclwr of ths task orcter 
2* A fitatcs&nt of th$ work to bo pafrforoftd 
4, Ths ceiling prices for th* tss!u ... 



f -'.-V 

■I 



tall fea signer: by O^i^ior^; 



Brid when signed hy ths CoT>troctoT.and retwrwd tn the Cnraissic^i«lll 



C'jj:9tituto(t!« Cont«ctoy»5 ac^^nt>^ th? Cwsalssirr.'s eut»m^!20tS&n.Wj,^f:-^[:..:^'| 
perfiwa tUo ta:*k in accordcncii v;lth thn teras and cfffJitlc-.s »f J:hir, . ; ; • \; 



copy ! 



1 



COP 



•v.- ■•- 



'• ;v: -"" ■••-if.- 

lac- Gcssiission rgr^v-s to pay the- G:-=st?3Ctcx for s^rvlco* p<?rfor^d:-; •". ±~ 



" 4.' . > - 



Lr n 'jr;>r takd ?tf^fc errors Issued hsrc* under in acccortenco tfith th? foil^ir?g 
s ch ?:?u j fir c f r a tcs ^ v i&^day tfrr f>u$h i^r Itf ay ehtsr t.ricj i ' r *gu 1 *r v;f ' r Jc 1 n $ 



day cn a straiQM tine basis. 
A. SXGSINS, MCWlfXS, ETC, 





Koving Supsrviftor 


5 


2. 


If en Kt-rlt or F orc-aa n 


s 


3. 


Ironworker 


s 


4. 


ilig^or Si«SfiGI Fcreraar, 


s ■' 


S. 




s 


6. 


' 7 easts'* <?r Forearm 




V, 


T««ostor 


s 


e. 


lalHwright Foreman 


s 


9, 


Millwright 


s , , 


ID. 




s 



to. 



hr. 



hp. 



hr 



hr. 
hv. 



+•1?': 



1U Tract c-r C Lev/ I^d t Tr<ills3r Mann«d 



_ ' PI 



■ • ;\^r. ■■ J -' . 
. • .r... 



"J '•■ 



cor 



r 



a) -0-29 tons incl*. 
b} 39*40 U?.z Incl. 
c) 40*63 twA incU 

Cvor 73 Tens 
12, .'SPECIAL L0» BED - 30 FI» 
13} uttOTOa Affl LOB BB5 TBA1LEB BARE 

^ Deduct frr-a r«aa asnr^xl prices afcov* 
M. TRAGIC A?5> FLAT THAJL3R aAKMS* 
q)I8 ft. * 34 ft« tad. 
jQ» ft. - 42 ft. ira!. 

THACKSl AMD ?LAT TRAILS* BJftE 

Deduct Iron mr.rrod prices above 
16» Tractor and Van Trailer Jfenm^ 

30 ft* - 35 ft. incl« 
17. TOWnoa AND t f A:f TRAILlTI EfiBS 



■ •• • f • . 

|">i % 




reluct frcra turned prices afceve 


r . Mo 


TFL'&TCR Aiffl FOLS. TRAILS! UAffiffD 


1 ! 19, 

■ . 

1 • :!• * 


TRACTOR AI5> POLE TRA?L£R BARS 




ISO 


CK3 ; 


1 ■'!■■• ' 


•) 


1/4 - i/2 ton truck Banner d 




h) 


1/4 - 1/2 tan truck bar* 


I i 

1 • ! 


c) 


1-5 ten truck s&nas-d 


"' • ' 


d) 


1 ~ 9 ten true!: here 




o) 


6 t«iy truck s^rin^d 


f ■ ! • 
■ I 


f) 


6 tory truck hsr* 




g) 


10 ton wiriCh true* b&re 



'COPY f 



|COPY < 



. ..'" f! ' 

hr 



.«.LV •• 3: 



hr. 



y .. — — ^ 



I -1 

! =4, 



5 hr, • \'-,y. 



- .:-:V-i - - • 'v il 



• ' 1*1. '-» ?l 
'i • . ' ■ | 

hr . ; ° 



hr 



; I 

: 'I 
I'll 

=■ il 



hi C 



, il 



_____ hr 
hr 



hr 



• 1 



h) 10 ton winch truck bars ... 
21, LIFT TRUCKS SDARa 

a) .2-3 teas incl, 

b) 3 - 5 t«r»3 ir-ci. 

c) 5 - 7 tens i:icl, 

: 

2?. CRAffLERS "Aiiil . 

23. JiULSS CARS 

24. TRICK- CHAtt^Li J.i'uVi-irT! - triSIiiiSTl."; 
5) 10 - 2S tons IScl. 

b) -30 tow 

c) 35 tcr.o ■ 

TRUCK CP-AWw "nSAVSL A\T> S.ET-UP TI?H KILL he. PMT> 
F03 OH THE BASIS OF ACTUAL TIM* -CDHSWE?. 

CKRWOn aj-js oiler nas wiu. ns pad whctse 
tools ai;d squiPHSKT rfTi rcaa? crsw 

27. SJiUL "A" GUISES 
23. LARoE "A" FRAE3 



':=■ V< .' ft: v 



: .''.^.?"L 



hr 



1 •. 



.hr , 



...v.-?.--:; ; 



23.- 



ft.. 



26. 



hr 



6/s/Ul-&.»l?-hcur cutlcvrvJ and zr.n half-hrur ioteund travel will bo paid Lin station ..to;"- ■: 



: : 



CR-ihs-jcb tins for all rifywrs, t?a:r .t.*ys.. and ^/!:ilbLJ^X£i^iJn-lUi.aj:X^' :■: Vfvy -V- 1: 



"1 

■V. 



f 



i. 



r \ 

n. 

v. 



Si 



I'M 



electrical eq&x - sraAiosn: ike 

1» Choral Fcrcnen 

4o Truck Drivor 
5* Apprentices 

a) F^t sin nor;U;o 

b) Second ^ix months 

mi 



hr 



hr : 



hr r?- 



. • :• •• ? :: J 



hr 



■I.' 



c} Third Cix Ifcaths 

i) Fcurth Six Uuiths 

(?) Fifth Sis Umtto 
SSsth 

f } SnxziiSi Six Ifcntha 
n) S'jvswth Six tenths 
h) EiQhth Six Etenths 
J) Kintli Six ;&nths 
.1) Tenth Six Ewiths 
PM"^IvS - Straight Tfew 

. ,U Superintendent 

? 4o Painters 

- 6« rteldc-r 

; r . . ?<, As be 3 too Work » r & 

v 8* Truc> K£2 Driver 

a) First Six l&rsShs 

b) 5«c*nd Six Jtorrth:* 

c) Third S5x Months 
(!) Fourth 01* Ifcmths 
©} Fifth Six Ifctttto 
f) Sixth Six ?4>nths 
g} Sov^nth Six &>r>ths 

Eighth 'six Mirths 

Y f 



COPY f 



COPY I 



5 hr , ••' 



S 



s 



: ■■■■ v! 



hr 



hr 



-hr' 



- • s.T:".» 



■• hr: : 
hr 



hr' 



hr/ 



S ■ ■ '--h r 



■ h . .-■••^-.l.-V 




„hr 



•i. 



-SI 



-ICOP 



f p '•• ■ i) ninth six zisnths r ' % ~ — ' '" ; "'^WgjK 

■• j,-:.' •'• j) Tenth Six aorrths 5. _,_^ > <' i 

%t/ • 'D» SAHPBSinRS - Straight Iter- •-; '1^^'; 

■■ J , •• • . v • 

"-•:.■;! &* 



2» Carpsnt^r Farerjan ■■ .. t £ , — _ — h * ^-'^ 

3» C^Tp^at^r ■' ; > 



--J '"' 4. Carpenter Apj>r*rit?.c* 



8„ >r's;^:t 



: : • : I 

i 



N# ■ *. i.- i ■ 

k 5 The* Collusion sgrees to reinsure? ths Contractor fcr'sutaxiAls actually us*<J ■ In . .- ^ :, ^;/'r 

'» < ' t 

X tlio per tarmac of task ord^r* Itfiiud bereufuin at cost to' tto Cc*ntr«ctcr. ; tfaUrial ^/-^j. ';j 

,V... cost my IncfrJ* the actual €or>* to the Contwctflr of rental of «q<uI^>or^ not ottor- .^V,;- :/ H 

A j ^ w j fits cv^iUbXo to Contractor and required for th<: perfcrnoncc of task *rd*r& ' V ';•;:[•, ■■;.}: 

issued fcr,-r sunder, "r. 



■■V £ 



'■'■'I Contractor will s«bclt ir.voltt^in iiipl'cato at corpl#ti«n of fsach tar.k. 1 Each. 



^. invoice shall i»dicat«! tha tasi: ordsr "ftimt^r* It i?. ftorflirf that the coiling - pr.ic9 .\ /'^H,^r ] 



-J ^ 



forth <-50h task order cr.nstityt-s* ogr^^d upen Kaxirrcn pric^ f?vr th?s i--Vr:. ^fl 

' '■' ' • ■•■ '• ■' ""■ >] ' >••-;■[ 

pc/rlfoir3^r;o cf the ^crk act forih In the task cr^er. Ccr.tr^ctor agr^o itet i: >. -r^ "[ 

■' ': \ ; : j 

c^org-^ craputrf in scccrd^« with tht? rotf-^ s<>t forth o!;oyo &xcm<J th9. c*i ling',' .. V.; j^j 



! >^ pxiC7 for tho 107k, he dli lnrtiCB/tho Ccralwior: wilJ pay only tho ceiling prSci.> : i '-j:- 

! ' V^l 

■#■'*.' • • •'!: • i 

! .. Ccritr^ct^r no 4 : &ufcccnt»ct ^ny w^rk tnd#v this contract «iihcut pricz- .approval ; ! -.,,"[ 

i" • J\. . •'. ..3 % . ; .V.j 

"■*■ " " ' ' " •• ~' -"t- >->- —-!►■*•— ? ^vr^r ^- . . ." - -^ 



Pcrfor^ce periee #111 fc-s- fr;^ da to of e^rd of contract to Jurv? 30^ I9S6* 
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Additions to Jup£ 1964 edition" of Standard Form 32 



Dated: January 1% 1965 



23. ALTERATIONS AND ADDITIONS " ' ' 

The following alterations in or additions to the provisions of 
Standard Form 32, General Provisions , of this contract were made 
prior to execution of the contract by the parties: 

1. Article I, DEFINITIONS, is revised by adding the following: "v 

"(d) The term 'Commission' means the United States Atomic 

Energy Commission or any duly authorized representative, 
thereof , including the Contracting Officer except for 
the purpose of deciding an appeal und^r the article 
entitled 'Disputes.' 

2. Article 10, EXAMINATION OF RECORDS, is revised by adding 
the following: 

"(c) Nothing in this contract shall be deemed to preclude an 
audit by the General Accounting Office of any trans- 
action under this contract," 

3. Article 12, DISPUTES, is revised as follows: 

(1) In the 10th line, the word ''Secretary 1 ' is changed to . 
"Commission*" 

(2) In the 11th line, the words "Secretary or his" are changed 
to "Commission ox its." 
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/Article 14, BUY AMERICAN ACT, is revised as follows: 

In. subparagraphs (b) (iii) and (b) (iv) the word "Secretary" is changed 

to "Commission," • ^ ; 

If and to the extent that this contract-is for non-personal services, ?v 

Article 6 shall not be applicable and Articles 2 and 5 shall be deemed to 

read a3 follows? V- 

"2, CHANGES 

Tho Contracting Officer may, at any time, by a written ordar and with- 
out notification to the sureties, if any, make changes in or additions ./"V 
to drawings and specifications, issue additional instructions, require 
modified .or- additional work or services, all within the general scope . .f 
of tho contract, and change tho placo of delivory or method of ship- 
ment* If any such change causes an increase or decrease in the cost 
of $ or tho time required for, performance of this contract, an equitable ;i 
adjustment shall be mad© in the contract price, or time of performance, ;; ,:; 
or both, and the contract shall be modified in writing accordingly. 1 Any y- 
claim by the Contractor for adjustment under this Article must be. asserted 
within 30 days from the date of receipt by the Contractor of the notifl- ■ .■ 
cation of change; Pro vided,_however, that the Contracting Officer, if he 

decides that the facts justify such action may receive and act upon any . r 
such claim asserted at. any time prior to final payment under this con- 
tract. Failure to agree to any adjustment shall be a dispute concerning 
a question of fact within the meaning of the Article of this contract 
entitled 'Disputes** However,, nothing in this Article shall excuse the \^ 
Contractor from proceeding with the contract as changed." 

"5. INSPECTION • 

All services, material, and workmanship ' shall be subject to inspection ' 
and test by the Government to the extent practijable at all times and •■' 
peaces. For this purpose, Contractor shall allow at all times in- . . 
spoctors end other Government personnel free access to the premises of . V;' 
the Contractor and shall furnish such facilities, supplies and services/;; 
as may be required for this work* Final acceptance or rejection of the ; i:\ 
work shall be made as promptly as practicable, except as otherwise pro- . ;! r 
vided in this contract » but failure to inspect and/or accept or reject •! re- 
work shall neither relieve the Contractor from responsibility .for such v --^ 
work as is not in accordance with contract requirements nor impose, v\ 
liability on the Government therefor*" ' .y' : .'■ 

PATENT INDEMNITY . ■J' -:^ 

The Contractor agrees to indemnify the Governrr?nt, its. of f icers, agents, 
servants, and employees against liability of any kind (including costs and 
expenses incurred) for the use of any invention or discovery, and for the . 
infringement of any Letters Patent (not including liability, arising pur- 
suant to section 183, Title 35, (1952) U, S. Code, prior to ^he issuance 
of Letters Patent) occurring in the performance of this contract or .:■ . 

arising by reason of the use or disposal by or for the account of the 
Government of items manufactured or supplied under this con tracts 



REPORTING OF ROYALTIES 



If this contract Is In an amount which exceeds $10,000, and If any royalty; 
payments -are involved in the contract, or if the amount of any royalty pay* 
ments is reflected in the contract price of the contract to the Government, 
the Contractor agrees to report in writing to the Commission (Assistant 
General Counsel for Patents) during the performance of this contract and : 
prior to its completion, or final settlement the amount of any royalties. ; 
or other payments paid or to be paid by it directly to others in connection 
with the performance of this contract together with the names and addresses; 
of licensors to whom such payments are made and either the patent numbers' 
involved or such other information as will permit identification of the 
patents or other basis on which the royalties are to be paido The approval 
of the Commission of any individual payments or royalties shall not estop 
the Government at any time from contesting the enforceability, validity or * 
scope of, or title to, any patent under which a royalty or payments are mad 

RENEGOTIATION 

•• . • - "": '■ 

If this contract Is subject to the Renegotiation Act of 1951,: as. amended, 
•the- following provisions shall apply; 

(a) This contract is subject to the Renegotiation Act o* 1951, as 
amended <P.L. 9, 82d Cong*, 65 Stat* 7j P e L e 76*, 83d Congo , 
-68 Stat. 1116$ P.L 0 216, 84th Cong., 69 Stat, 447* P.L. 870, 
Q4th Cong,, 70 Stat* 786^ 86 Cong., 72 Stat, 1789; 86th Cong,, 73 Vv 
Stat. 210) and shall be deemed to contain all the provisions required 
by section 104 of said Act* . 

(b) The Contractor agrees to insert the provisions of this clause, r . 

. including this paragraph (b), v in all subcontracts, as that term! i-Vvr.}- 
is defined in section 103g of the Renegotiation Act of 195U 

FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL TAXES . 'Jr 

(a) Except as may be otherwise provided in this contract, the contract 
price includes all applicable Federal, State, and local, taxes and t 'p*.\ 
duties ♦ iyi 

(b) Nevertheless, with respect to any rederal excise tax or duty on the ; 
transactions or property covered by tMs contract, if a statute, 
court decision, written ruling, or regulation takes effect after" the: 

- contract date, and - 

(l) Results in the Contractor being required to pay or bear the 
burden of any such Federal excise tax or duty or increase in. 
the rate thereof which would not otherwise have been payable 
or. such transactions or property, c ,he contract price shall be • 

_ n _ 
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increased by the amount of such tax or duty or. rate increase:" 
Provided, That the Contractor if requested by the Contracting 
Officer, warrants in writing that no- amount for such newly 
imposed Federal excise tax or duty or rate increase was • 
included in the contract price as a contingency reserve or < 
otherwiso; or 

(2) j Results in the Contractor not being required to pay or bear . 
the burden of, or in hl3 obtaining a refund or drawback of, 
any such Federal excise tax or duty which would otherwise have 
boon payable on such transactions or property or which was the 
basis of an increase in the contract price, the contract price 
shall be decreased by the amount of the relief, refund ? or 
drawback, or that amount shall be paid to Government, as 
directed by the Contracting Officer, The contract price 
shall be similarly decreased if the Contractor, through his 
fault or negligence or his failure to follow Instructions 
of the Contracting Officer, is required to pay or bear the \ 
burden of* or does not obtain a refund or drawback of, any : 
such Federal excise tax or duty* 

(c) No adjustment pursuant to paragraph (b) above will be made under 
this contract unless the aggregate amount thereof is or may 
reasonably be expected to be over $100. 

(d) As used in paragraph (b) above, the term "contract date" means 
the date set for the bid opening, or if this is a negotiated 
contract, the date of this contract. As to additional supplies 
or services procured by modification to this contract, the term 
"contract date 1 ' means the date of such modif ica tion, 

(e) Unless there does not exist any reasonable basis to sustain an 
exemption, the Government, upon request of th^ Contractor, without 
further liability, agrees, except as otherwise provided in this 
contract, to furnish evidence appropriate to establish exemption 
from any tax which the Contractor warrants in writing was excluded 
from the contract price* in addition, the Contracting Officer 
may furnish evidence to establish exemption from any tax ti*at may, 
pursuant to this clause, give rise to either an increase or 
decrease in the contract price* Except as otherwise provided in • 
this contract, evidence appropriate to establish exemption from 
duties will be furnished only at the direction of the Contracting 
Officer. 

(f) The Contractor shall promptly notify the Contracting Officer of 
matters which will result in either an increase or decrease in . 
the contract price, and shall take action with respect thereto . 
as directed by the Contracting Officer. 

NOT ICE ' OF " t AEOR DISPUTES 

Whenever an actual or potential labor dispute is delaying or threatens 
to delay the performance of the work, the Contractor shall immediately 
notify the authorized representative in writing. Such notice shall 
include all relevant information concerning the dispute and its ■ 
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TERMINATION FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF THE GOVERNMENT 

(a) The performance of work under this contract may be terminated by the Govern- 
ment in accordance with this clause in whole, or from time to time in part, when r ,,. , 
ever th» Contracting Officer shall determine that such termination is in the best . 
interest of the Government. Any such termination shall be effected by delivery ... 
to the Contractor of s Notice of Termination specifying the extent to which perr- 
romance of v;oric under the contract is terminated, and the date upon which such . 
termination becomes effective. 

( b ) After receipt of a Notice of Termination, and except as otherwise directed .: .. 
jby the Contracting Officer, the Contractor shall* • •' 

■ (1) Stop work under the contract on the date and to the extent specified in ■ 
the.iHSt-iCQrof^TbrmiiriatiOh^ • '. ■" ' ' ' 

(Z) Place no further orders or subcontracts for materials, services, or .. ■ 
' facilities except as may be necessary for completion of such portion of the - - 
v-iork under the contract as is not terminated; . 

' {3} Terminate all orders and subcontracts to the extent that they relate- . 

to the performance of work terminated by the Notice of Termination; J. 

{.4} Assign to the Government, in the manner, at the times, and to the extent', 
directed by the Contracting Officer, all of the right, title, and interest . 
of tho Contractor under the orders and subcontracts so terminated, in which 
case the Government shall have the right, in Its discretion, to settle or 
p ay any or all claims arising out of the termination of such orders and .. 
subcontracts; ; 

(0) Settle all outstanding liabilities and all claims arising out of such , 
■'.■■.'■-■termination of orders and subcontracts, with the approval or ratification of 
.-■'-'tho Contracting Officer to the extent he may require, which approval or ... 
' ratification shall be final for all the purposes of this clause; • •- V ; 

(6) Transfer title to the Government and deliver in the manner, at the times, 
and to the extent, if any directed by the Contracting Officer (i) the fabri- 

■ cated or unfabricated parts, work in process, completed work, supplies, and 
other material produced as a part of, or acquired in connection with the par-:.; 
formance of, tho work terminated by the Notice of Termination, and (ii) the 
completed or partially completed plans, drawings, information, and other. pro-, ; 
party which, if the contract has been completed, woulJ have fceen required to . ; / 
be furnished to tho Government; 

(7) Use his best efforts to sell, in the manner, at the times, to the extent; 
and at the price or prices directed or- authorized by the Contracting Officer,/; 
any property of the types .referred to in (6) above: PROVIDED, HOWEVER, That 
tho Contractor (i) shall not be required to extend credit to any purchasers, 
and (ii) may acquire any such property under the conditions prescribed and at 

a price or oricoe approved by the Contracting Officer: AND PROVIDED FURTHER , : 
That the proceeds of any such- transfer or disposition shall be applied in 
redvtion of any payments to be made by the Government to the Contractor 
■undo* th*s contract or shall otherwise be credited to the price or cost of the 
work covered by this contract or paid in such char manner as the Contracting 
Officer may direct; " - 
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(8) Complete performance of such part of the work as shall not have been 
terminated by the Notice of Termination; and 

(9) Take such action as may be necessary ? or as the Contracting Officer may 
direct, for the protection and preservation of the property related to this V 
contract which is in the possession of the Contractor and in which the Govern 
ment has or may acquire on interest. 

At any time after expiration of the plant clearance period, as defined in Subpart V h : 
1-8*1 of the Federal Procurement Regulations (41 CFR 1-8. 1 ) s as the definition may 
be amended from time to time* the Contractor may submit to the Contracting Officer. a 
list, certified as to quantity and quality, of any or all items of termination inven- 
tory not previously disposed of , exclusive of items the disposition of which has been 
directed or authorized by the Contracting Officer, and may request the Government to 
remove such items or enter into a storage agreement covering them* Not later than L 
fifteen (15) days thereafter, the Government will accept title to such items and re- 
move them or enter into a storage agreement covering the sam<?: PROVIDED, That the 
list submitted shall be subject to verification by the Contracting Officer upon re- 
moval of the items or, if the items arc stored, within forty-five days from the 
date of submission of the list, and any necessary adjustment to correct the list as ,, 
submitted shall be made prior §o final aettlement. 

(c) After receipt of Notice of Termination, the Contractor shall submit to the Con*V 
tracting Officer hie termination claim* in the form and with the certification pre- C; 
scribed by the Contracting Officer. Such claim shall bo submitted promptly but in ; 
no event later than one year from the effective date of termination, unless one or ' 
more extensions in writing are granted by the Contracting Officer upon request of rr 
the Contractor' m^de in writing within such one-year period or authorized extension 
thereof* However, if the Contracting. Officer determines that the facts justify such 
action^ he may receive and act upon any such termination claim at any time after . 
such one-year period, or Extension thereof* Upon failure of the Contractor to sub- 
mit his termination claim within the time allowed, the Contracting Officer may, sub-; : 
ject to any review required by the contracting agency's procedures in effect as of 
the date of execution of this contract, determine, on the basis of information 
available to him, the amount, if any, due to the Contractor by reason of the termina- 
tion and shall thereupon pay to the Contractor the amount so determined* 

(d) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (c), and subject to any review required". 
by the contracting agency's procedures in effect as of the date of execution of this 
contract, the Contractor and the Contracting Officer may agree upon the whole or any- 
part of the amount or amounts to-be paid to the Contractor by reason of the total or 
partial termination of work pursuant to this clause, which amount or amounts may -V 
include a reasonable allowance for profit on work done: PROVIDED, That such agreed ' 
amount or amounts exclusive of settlement costs, shall not exceed tne total con- 
tract price as reduced by the amount of payment^ otherwise made and as further re- . 

- duced by the contracting price of work not terminated* The ccr,tract shall be amended 
accordingly* and the Contractor shall be pair 1 the agreed amount* Nothing in para- 
graph (o) of this clause, proscribing the amount to ^e paid to the Contractor in .; 
the event of failure of the Contractor and the Contracting Officer to agree upon : 
the whole oniount to be paid to tho Contractor by reason of the termination of work 
pursuant to this clause* shall be deemed to limit, restrict, or otherwise determine 
or affect the amount or amounts which may be agreed upon to be paid to the Con- 
tractor pursuant to this paragraph (d). 
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(q) la^Chc event of the failure of the Contractor and the Contracting v\ f -.- : vfi^;'f^; ■/ 
. CSficoc to agree ao provided in' paragraph' (d) upon the' -Whole" Amount ^. \<y-K : Hy^\'\ 
to bo paid to the Contractor by reason of the termination' of york' pur-. H/f';' 
cusnfc to thic clause, the Contracting Officer iihal'l; sub ject to'any\^,;^;;; : ;\;V' 
, srevicu required by the contracting agency's procedures 5 id Effect as of 'H 
£ho date- of execution of; this contract, determine, on basis-of - -itt^ '- , /^^-'v V^'l' 
formation available to. him, the amount, if any, due to the Contractor " ' r^y^^l^y'k^ 
by reason of the termination and shall pay to the Contractor the amounts '^ : ^r\^ "ittH 
dotoralned as follows: .-V "/>J ; C^;.^t - 



(1) For completed supplies accepted by the Government (or sold ot ac-. : ' • : 
quired as provided in paragraph (b) (7) above) and not theretoforo" : -V;.;.-J*v;^ 

, paid for, a sum equivalent to the aggregate price for such supplico • .,■ ; * > 
computed in accordance with, the price or prices specified in the . ! 'v : : ; 
contract, appropriately adjusted for any saving of - freight or ; • ^Vv ; 
Other charges; ■> 

(2) The total of - \: - • 

(i) The costs incurred in the performance of the work terminated, • 

including initial costs and preparatory expense allocable : •'■ .V., 
thereto, but exclusive of any costs attributable to supplies >v- 
.. paid or to be paid for under paragraph (e) (I) hereof; ; ;^V . r r 

(it) The cost of settling and paying claims arising out of the [h\ } 
termination of work under subcontracts or orders, as provided /: • - 
in paragraph (b) (5) above, which are properly chargeable to . ; . J 
the terminated portion of the contract (exclusive of amounts; i : .. 
.paid or payable on account of supplies or materials delivered ••• 7 ^ 
or services furnished by subcontractors or vendors prior to " ^ ■ • •;V{'. 
the effective date of the Notice of Termination, which amountaf ;{v U 
shall be included in the costs payable under (i) above; and '-V, : 

(iii) A sum, as a profit, equal to two per cent of that part .. '\'-^.*- t 

of the amount determined under (i) above which represents tho.:/^ 
co3t of articles and materials not processed by the Contract* : ,.r= J.,-.;" 
or, plus a sum equal to eight per cent of the remainder of V ■''<■■ 
such amount, but the aggregate of such sums shall not exceed '■ _\ 

siK per cent of the whole of the amount determined under ;(i) . ■;■<' 
• above PROVIDED, HOWEVER, That if it appears that the Contract- V 
or would have sustained a loss on the entire contract had it ^' 
been completed, no prufit shall be Included or allowed under- . : 
this subdivision (iii) and an appropriate adjustment shall b^V""r J 
made reducing the amount of the settlement to reflect the in- : 
dicated rate of loss; and 
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cs)' The reasonable costs of settlement, including accounting^ legal, 
clerical, and other expenses reasonably necessary for the prepa- 
ration of settlement claims :^and supporting data with respect to : 
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the terminated portion of the contract and for the termination and 
settlement of subcontracts thereunder, together with reasonable 
storage, transportation, and other costs incurred in connection 
with the protection or disposition of property allocable to this 
contract ♦ 

The total sum to be paid to the Contractor under (1) and (2) of this 
paragraph (e) shall not exceed the total contract price as reduced by 
the amount of payments otherwise made and as further reduced by Che 
contract price of work not terminated. Incept for normal spoilage, and 
except to the extent that the Government shall have otherwise expressly \ 
assumed the risk of loss, there shall be excluded from the amounts pay- ' •-: 
able to the Contractor as provided in (e) (i) and (2) (i) above, the. :.;■.;>■ 
fair V3lue/ as determined by the Contracting Officer, of property, which ^ 
ia destroyed, lost, stolen, or damaged so as to become undeliverable ' ;• ."" 
to the Government, or to a buyer pursuant to paragraph (b) (7). ■ 

(£) Any determination of costs under paragraph (c) or (e) hereof shall be 

governed by the principles for consideration of costs set forth in .'}/*• 
Subpart 9-15*50 of the Atomic Energy Commission Regulations (41 CFR 

9-15*50), as in effect on the date of this contract- ..• : ; 

(g) The Contractor shall have the right of appeal, under the clause of this 
contract entitled "Disputes ? T1 from any determination made by the Con- . . - : 
tracting Officer under paragraph (c) or (*) above, except that, if the ;! : 
Contractor has failed v to submit his claim within the time provided in : 
paragraph (c) above and h^s failed to request extension of such time, 

he shall have no such right of appeal. In any case where the Contract- 
ins Officer has made a determination of the amount due under paragraph 
(c) or <e) above, the Government shall pay to the Contractor the . . 
following: (1) if there is no right of appeal hereunder or if no timely 
appeal has been taken; the amount so determined by the Contracting . - * 

Officer, or (2) if an appeal lias been taken, i:he amount finally deter- .. . 
mined on such appeal- "•• 

(h) In arriving at the amount due the Contractor under this clause there , "' : 
shrill be deducted (}.) ail unliquidated advance or. othor payments on . r v : ; 
account theretofore made to the Contractor, applicable to the terrain- . .V 
a tod portion of this contract, (2) any ^laim which the Government may . V;. 
have against the Contractor in connection with this contract, and (3) "'. 1% 
the agreed price S or, or the proceeds of sale of, any materials, sup- ; -.. : ' V";.; 
plies, or other things acquired by the Contractor or sold, pursuant to 

, the provisions of this clause, and not otherwise recovered by or ■ ■'}.., r 

credited to the Government. '.^'V-pi 

(1) If: the termination hereunder be partial, prior to settlement of the . 
terminated portion of this contract, the Contractor may file with the V- 
Contracting Officer a request in writing for an equitable adjustment C ^'^V 
of the price or prices specified in the contract relating to the con- 
Sinued portion of the contract (the portion not terminated by the v * . 
Notice of Termination), and such equitable adjustment as may be agreed 
upo/: shall bo made in such price or prices. 
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(J) The Government may from time to time, under euch terms and conditions 
es it may prescribe, make partial payments and payments on account 
. Ggainst co3ts incurred by the Contractor in connection with the term* ; . 
inated portion of thi3 contract whenever in the opinion of the Con- 
tracting Officer, the aggregate of such payments shall be within the 
amount to which the Contractor will bo entitled hereunder. If the 
total of such payments is In gjicoso of the amount finally agreed or 
determined to be due under this clause, such excess shall be payable 
by the Contractor to the Government upon demand, together with interest ., 
computed at the rats of six per cent per annum for the period from date - 

such excess payment is received by the Contractor to the date on which 

ouch excess is repaid to' the Government: PROVIDED, HOWEVER, That no 
interest shall be charged with respect to any such excess payment at- 
, t.ributable to a reduction in the Contractor's claim by reason of re- - 
. ' tent ion or other disposition of termination inventory until ten days V; 
after the date of such retention or disposition, or ouch later date 
as determined by the Contracting Officer by reason of the circumstances. 

(!:) Unless otherwise provided for in this contract, or by applicable statute 
the Contractor, from the effective date of termination and for a period ; 
of three years-after final -settlement under this contract, shall pre- 
serve and make available to the Government at all reasonable times at 
the office of the Contractor, but without direcc charge to the Govern- ; 
r tnent, all his books, records, documents, and other evidence bearing on. 
the costs and expenses of the Contractor under this contract and re'lat-/ : 
ing to the work terminated hereunder, or to the extent approved by the . , 
Contracting Officor, photographs, microphotographs , or other authentic s 
reproductions thereof, ' 

(If an to the extent that this contract . is either (i) for the furnishing of 
supplies and not in excess of $10,000.00 or (ii) for laundry or dry cleaning; 
cervices or for the rental of unreserved gavage epace, in any amount, the . 
following provision shall apply in lieu of the above: 

The Contracting Officer, by written notice, may terminate this contract., 
in whole or in part, when it is in the best interest of the Government, ' 
If this contract is for supplies and is so terminated, the Contractor : 
shall be compensated in accordance with Part 1-8 of the Federal Pro-- 
curement Regulations (41 CFR 1-8), in effect on this contract' s date, «" 
To the extent that thio contract ic for services and ie so terminated, 
. the Government shall be liable only* for payment in accordance with the 

payment provisions of thio contract for services rendered prior to the V 
effective date of termination. 

" ' SO, PERMITS . " ; ' 

b>:copt as otherwise directed by the Contracting Officer, the Contractor shall 
procure all necessary permits or licenses and abide by all applicable laws, • 
^regulations, and ordinances of the United States and of the State, territory, 
and political oubdivioion in which, the work under this contract is performed. 
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Enclosed herewith ore copies of Task Orders written under 
subject contract for your retention and distribution* 

T-To have famished The Dunbar Transfer Conrfvany fully executed 
Copy I7o. 2 of each of these orders and are retaining Copy No. 8 ... ,.. 
for cur office* If you uioh to mke ony changes in this v .j. 

procedure, please advise. 

Enclcsurec: 

Cy Bos- 1, 3j h> 5, 6, 7, 9 & 10 
of Tac!i 0rder3 LHL-M, LHML & LEIL-2 : . 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



DATE 

5/3/66 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

5/2/66 



be 

b7C 



report MAPE BY 
SA 



TYPED E Y 



CHARACTER OF CASE 



CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



REFERENCE : 



New Haven tel to Bureau, 4/29/66. 

-RUC- 

ADMIN IS TRAT I VE : 

A copy of this report has not been designated for 
any USA since retel did not indicate which USA (if any) shoul 
receive a copy. An extra copy of report has been furnished 
WFO as office of origin and, if desired, WFO should furnish af 
copy to the appropriate USA. 




An information copy of this report is being 
furnished New Haven in view of their investigative interest 
in this matter. 
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vlADE: 



As- 



APPROVE! 



SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



COPIES MADE: 



*y- Bureau (58-6157) 
1 - New Haven (58-134) (Info) 
3 - WFO (58-995) 
1 - Little Rock (58-82) 
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CARL C ♦ELLIS was advised at the - outset of the . 
interview that the investigation was being conducted at the 
request of the Attorney General of the United States. 



COVER PAGE : 
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Date: May 3, 1566 

Field Office File p. 58-82 

™« s SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



Office: Little Rock 



Bureau File 



58-6157 



bo 
b7C 



Character: C0 NFLICT OF INTEREST 



Synopsis: Q^kJ^S^^^ retired Small Business Administration (SBA) 

empToyee, interviewed at Harrison, Ark., and f up^ghed sworn 
statement regarding his handling of R.. HENRY^l^I^EN SBA 
loan in 1961 while he was employed £nTlart£^ , 
Branch Office of SBA. ELLIS stated was never contacted by 
Sen. THOMAS J. DODD or his representative in connection with 
this loan. He stated no attempts were made to influence his 
judgment or recommendations in connection with this loan. 

-RUC- 



DE TAILS : 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned t 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



FO-302 {Re*. 4-15-64) 



f f 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATE 

n nta May 3j 1966 



Hr. CARL S^-ELLIS, 413 Skyline Drive, was placed 
under oath and furtfished the following signed statement: 



-Hay 2, 1966 

Harrison, Ark. 1 



i 



"X, Carl C. Ellis, being duly sworn, 
hereby make the following free and voluntary 



statement to l I 
J who have identified themselves to me 



as Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. I have been advised that this 
statement is being taken in connection with 
an official investigation being conducted by 
the P.B.I. I am willing to testify to these 
facts in a court of law. 



"$ am presently 69 years of age, jVJ^ 
having been born August 3* 1896 , at Box ley, 
Arkansas,* X presently reside at 413 Skyline 
Br*, Harrison, Arkansas w 1 am a retired 
Small Business Administration (SBA) employee, 
having retired 4n 10/19/65 after nine years 
service. 



bo 



'In May, 1961, I was employed at the 
SBA Branch Off ice # Hartford, Connecticut^ as I 
Financial Specialist (Senior loan processor). 
At that time J* D, Linehan was Chief of Financial 
Assistance in this office and in the normal 
course of business Mr, Linehan would review all 
loan reports whether they had been approved or dis- 
approved and would make his independent 
recommendations on these loans. The loan 
application would be reviewed by the branch 
manager who would also place his recommendations 
on the loan. The loan would then be sent in to 



nn 5/2/66 J iarrison, Arkansas Fite# LR 58-82 



b Vi _ 



saj , , "| and , 

*J \ J™» nniP dictored 5/2/66 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions o< the. FBI. It is the property of the FBI ond is loaned to you r ogency; 
It and Us contents are not to be distributed outside your, ogericy . . .. 



the SBA Regional Office in New York for final 
approval or in the case of split decisions oxi 
loans in excess of $ 100, 000 final approval - :. 
would come frolra SBA in Washington; P. C* : 

M In. about June, 1961, I received the 
formal accepted application for an SBA loan in ;'} : 
the amount of $200,000 from the John Nielsen • : ' 
Co., Hartford, Conn f , a Ford automobile agency* 
for process ing* After processing the application 
in the usual manner_ I made my recommendation 
that the loan be declined/ I made this 
recommendation on the grounds that, although , : 
Real Estate owned by Kielsen would be adequate : 
collateral for loan, that there was a lack of i 
reasonable assurance that his business could be 
operated at a return of profit sufficient to 
repay the loan and other obligations from earnings 
and also that disproportion of debts to tangible 
net worths The recommendation was also based on 
the fact that inquiries with banks had determined 
that some banks had declined loans to Nielsen and. 
that the Hartford National Bank had discontinued 
floor planning for the agency as Uielsen was 
delinquent oh loan payments ♦ -X also made this : 
recommendation on the grounds that if the loan 
were approved it would be a very difficult loan 
to administer ♦ 

"I subsequently learned that Kr. Linehan 
had recommended that the loan be approved in the 
amount of $120,000 and, as X recall, his 
recommendation was based on the fact .that he felt 
there was more than sufficient collateral • ; I . 
understand that the loan was eventually approved 
by SBA, Washington, D*CV, in the amount of $120, 000 • 

"After processing thia loan and the . sub- 
mission of same to the Regional Office ix> New Ybrk_ 
X was not contacted by Mr* Nielsen or any of his 
represent at ivtrtr in connection with the loan * All 
contacts regarding the status of the loan were made 
by them to Hr* Linehan • 



LR 58-82 
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°At no time in connection with my handling 
of this loan was I contacted by Senator Thomas J. 
Dodd or any of his representatives. No attempts 
were made by Sen. Bodd or anyone to influence my 
judgment or recommendations in connection with this 
loa n. To the best o f my recollection I have never 
met 



"After the loan was eventually granted by 
SBA in Washington, D.C., I had nothing whatsoever to 
do with the administering of the loam. This was 
handled by a different section entirely. 

"I have read the above statement consisting 
of this page and three other pages. It is true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and recollection. 

Vs/ Carl C. Ellis 

"Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 2nd day of 
May, 1966_ at Harrison, Arkansas. 



Special Agent, FBI, 
Little Rock, Ark. 



"Witness: 



/sA 1 Special Agent, FBI, Little Rock, 
Arlt. 5/2/66" 

Mr. ELLIS also advised that in the absence of the 
Branch Manager in the Hartford Office, Mr. J. D. LINEHAN 
would act as Branch Manager. In the absence of both the 
Branch Manager and Mr. LINEHAN, he (ELLIS) would act as 
Branch Manager. 



t 



Transmi 
Via 



Date: 5/6/6flJ 



the following in 
AIRTEL 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 



TO: 



FROM: 



DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 



SAC, NEW HAVEN (58-134) (P) 



RE: 



SENATOR THOMAS J.~DODD 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

00 - WASHINGTON FIELD 
BUDED: 5/13/66 



Enclosed for Detroit is one copy of report of Special 
Agent DON W. WALTERS, dated at New Haven, May 4, 1966, to f 
facilitate covering leads in this matter. u ^ 



On May 5, 1966 



Vice President, 



ROGER SHERMAN RIGGING COMP ANY. Bloomfield, Connecticu t, 
confidentially advised that | | , resides 

and is employed in Springfield, Massachusetts, by USAC TRANSPORT 
COMPANY. 



On May 6 , 1966 ^ 



1 West Springfield, Massachusetts, advised her 

husband has been transferred to the Home Office of USAC TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, located at 25200 West Six Mile Road, Detroit, Michigan. 
He is employed as Travelling Representati ve, covering Mic higan 
and Indiana. His immediate supervisor is I I He is 



Zj- BUREAU (58-6157) 
2 - DETROIT (Enc. 1) 
2 - WASHINGTON FIELD (58-995) 
1 - NEW YORK (58-1482) (INFO 

1 - NEW HAVEN (58-134) 
DWW/gd 
(9) 



16 MAY 9 1966 



V s ))© » '^fecial Agent in Char 





Sent 



.M Per 



m 58-134 



presently residing with his brot her J 



J Telephone No 



advised 



she does not expect her husband to Return to Springfield, 
Massachusetts, prior to the weekend of May 30, 1966 . 

Bureau instructions are as follows: 

The Bureau desires that a complete special be set up in 
WFO and auxiliary offices with the assignment of as many Special 
Agents as feasible and practicable in order that this investiga- 
tion can be completed at the very earliest possible date. 
Personnel assigned to this special should be mature and experienced. 
A most thorough and searching inquiry is to be made into each 
phase of the investigation outlined in the Criminal Division f s 
memorandum so that every possible avenue is completely covered, 
You are to go all out and insure that upon completion, there will 
be absolutely no unreasonable points or areas needing clarification. 

Leads to auxiliary offices must be set out by the most 
expeditious means and all administrative instructions contained 
herein for the handling of this case are to be furnished each 
office. All auxiliary offices are to sutel the Bureau with 
advice as to the number of Special Agents assigned on a full-time 
basis to this investigation. 

There is to be no discussion of this matter with the 
Office of the United States Attorney and copies of reports are 
not to be furnished to the United States Attorney at this time. 

The Bureau cannot stress too strongly the need for 
conducting a most thorough investigation as expeditiously as 
possible. All significant developments are to be brought to the 
Bureau* s attention on a current basis tiy appropriate communications. 

Sworn signed statements are to be obtained from each 
such source, where possible, with regard to each p£ase of this 
investigation. No material should be incorporated in the state- 
ment which pertains to any other phase of this investigation, 

All persons interviewed are to be advised that this 
investigation is being conducted at the specific request of the 
Attorney General. 



nr 



NH 58-134 



# 



LEADS 



DETROIT 



AT DETROIT, MICHIGAN: 



Will attempt t o locate and i ntervie\[ 



Social Security No , 



at USAC "TRANSPORT COjMEAlil, 



25200 West Six Mile Road. Detroit, or through his brothe r 



V 



] 



a former 

6mpJL6ye6 6± DUNBAR TRANSPORT COMPANY, Newington, Connecticut, is 
to be interviewed regarding his knowledge of alleged influence 
bv Senator DODD or members of his staff in connection with 
being awarded a contract to dismantle Connecticut 
Nuclear Experimental Laboratory (CANEL) at Middletown, 
It is not ed that negotiations for the con tract 

| was employed at 



Advanced 
Connecticut . 
were in progress while 
Salesman. 



as a 



Will determine from 



names of any present or 



past employees of DUNBAR TRANSPORT COMPANY or of the competitive 
bidder, ROGER SHERMAN RIGGING COMPANY, who may be in a position 
to furnish pertinent information regarding this matter. 



Will also determine froa 
Government contracts handled hvl 



a list of all 



of which he may have 
effort to obtain a contract 



knowledge, in particular, 
for the proposed moving of the Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D. C. 



be 



Detroit will surep results of this investigation. 
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FEDERAL B'JT-hU C • v )r^imm 

>iUU !MUNlCAllG.MS SfcQ'P 
(MY 6 1966 

TELETYPE 




* 



Tolsom. 



BI GASH DC* 

?BI NEW HAVEN 

-/ 

St 57 PM URGENT 5-6-6 6 W R B 

To/ DIRECTOR <58-6157> AND WFO (58-995) 

ROM NEW HAVEN (58-134) 



Be Loach.. 

Mohr 

Wick 



fate 

S Mr. 
Mr. 
Mt* 
Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr a 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr- 



Mr. Trotter- 
Tele- Room_ 




Casper 

Coiir&dL. 
Pi It 
Gales 

Sull 



Miss Holmes. 
Miss G&n^ 



mm 





SENATOR THOMAS J.^DODD* COI* 00: WFO 

' RE: BUREAU TEL TO NEW HAVEN MAY FOUR LAST. 

"PHILLIP LEVINE**' RECORDS* NEW ENGLAND FLOOR COVERING COMPANY* 



IARTFORD* CONN.* REFLECT CARPETING AND PADDING SOLD TO SYMON* 
TOTAL SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY THREE DOLLARS AND SIXTY FOUR 
CENTS* AND SHIPPED TO DODD'S RESIDENCE. SYMON' S RECORDS 
EVEAL COST TO SENATOR DODD SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY EIGHT 
OLLARS AND TWENTY SIX CENTS. CARPETING INSTALLATION COMPLETED 
SEPTEMBER THREE NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR* BY 



bo 
b7C 



CHESTERFIELD* CONNECTICUT. DECEMBER FIFTEEN* NINETEEN 
SIXTY FOUR* DODD IN LETTER TO SYMON REQUESTED BILL F.OR 

... . . ... ,» . . ^'46.xfc~6& 

ARPETING. AUGUST FIVE* NINETEEN SIXTY FIVE* SYMON SEN 

(ILL TO DODD FOR SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY EIGHT DOLLARS AND TWENTY 

■ ^ *\ \\ -.•: : >.'«- , . IS MAY 9 1966" 

IIX CENTS. BY CHECK DATED AUGUST SEVEN* NINETEEN SIXVTY 



ND PAGE ONE 





PAGE TWO... 

FIVE* SIGNED THOMAS J. DODD* PAYMENT MADE TO SYMON. CHECK 
DRAWN ON HARTFORD NATIONAL BANK* MAIN OFFICE* HARTFORD* 
CONNECTICUT. 



STATED TOTAL COST OF INSTALLATION 



OF CARPETING AND PADDING TWO HUNDRED SEVENTY ONE DOLLARS 



AND THIRTY FIVE CENTS. 



RECEIVED CHECK FROM DODD 



FOR CARPETING INSTALLATION JANUARY FIFTEEN* NINETEEN SI&TY* 

1 it ; 

SAID THREE DOLLARS EIGHTY FIVE CENTS FOR THIS 



FIVE. 



be 

b7C 



CARPETING WOULD BE CONSIDERED WHOLESALE NORMAL PRICE. COPIES 
OF DOCUMENTS OBTAINED TO SUPPORT TRANSACTIONS. REPORT REGARDING 
PHILLIP LEVI NE PHASE WILL BE DICTATED MAY NINE NEXT. 

END 

• j 

WA...JXM 

. v 

FBI WASH DC* 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVKSTtGATiOW 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 



FBI WASH DG* 



6 1966 
TELETYPE 



* Mr. Tolsam— 
Air. De Loach 
Mv. Mohr 

| -Mr. Wids 

I ,vir. Casper 



Mr. Callahan [ 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Felt 
jfr. Gale 
Mr. Ros< 
Mr. Suli 
Mr. Tavel 
Mr. Trotter. 
Tele. Room 

Miss < a 



FBI-GOLUMBIA 

5 1 5PMEST URGENT 5/6/66 AJ6 

TO DIRECTOR C58-6I57> AND WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE C58-995) 
FROM COLOMBIA <58-4> IP 

SENATOR THOMAS J.^ODD# COI. 00 WASHINGTON FIELD. BUD ED MAY: SI* 




INSTANT* 



RE JACKSONVILLE TEL TO COLUMBIA MAY FIVE LAST. 

RETIRED REAR ADMIRAL WILLIAM ALDEN^»TOCKETT LOCATED AT SAVANNAH, 
GEORGIA* TODAY BY BUREAU AGENTS, COLUMBIA DIVISION* BROCKETT INTER- 
VIEWED AND FURNISHED SWORN SIGNED STATEMENT REGARDING HIS DISCUSSION 
WITH SENATOR DODD IN REGARD TO THE MITE CORPORATION. BROCKETT 
ADVISED IN ESSENCE THERE WAS NO PRESSURE APPLIED BY SENATOR DODD AND 
CONSIDERED NOTHING UNUSUAL OR IMPROPER ABOUT THE SENATOR'S INQUIRY 6 ON 
BEHALF OF THE MITE CORPORATION. 

RE BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS, TWO AGENTS COLUMBIA DIVISION UTILISED ONE 
FULL DAY FOR INVESTIGATION THIS MATTER. NO FURTHER INVESTIGATION 



being conducted by columbia, 
report follows. - % 

Send ■ 

jJPM 

,BI ! WASH DC* CQ^lBS WPO 



REG- 49^ 

i 



^"7 



- ^. . &■ - x 



J B MAY 9 1966 




FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 



f 



/ K 



/ 



# 



F B I 



TransiTit the following in 
TELETYPE 



Via 



I 



contacted today advised will depart wdc 
Rafter conference for Atlantic city, new jersey, for weekend and 
will be available for interview at his office, nyc, tuesday, <' 



Date: 5/6/66 
PLAINTEXT 



(Type in plaintext or code) 

URGENT 



Mr. Tolson 

Mr. ">-V--fcch 

Mr. -Mahr 

Mr. -Wkk-L. 



Mr. O&spsr I 

Mr. Ca^ahan \ 



■■\ Mr, Cc^rad- , — j 
Mr. Mt fi 



—4 



TO: 

FROM: 



(Priority) 

DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) AND SAC, NEW YORK (58-l4827 




Mr. 

Mr. t.-.in. j 

Mr. Tavei . I 

Mr. 7rr:,*-r _ 5 

Tele. Room I 

Miss E'vaivis : 

iTAilj O \7c* TXvA^f . - 



AC, WFO (58-995) 
SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD; COI; 00: WFO; BUDED: MAY SIX INSTANT. 




RE NEW YORK TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY FIVE LAST; REBUAIRTEL 
MAY FOUR LAST. 



MAY TEN NEXT. NEW YORK HANDLE. 



NEW YORK INTERVIEW 
NEW YORK. P. 



DEPUTY MGR. , AEC, 



JP 45, 



4 &/& 



c 



2-J-Bureau 
2-Teletype Unit 
1-WFO 

LBC : CMS 
(5) 



TELETYPE 



16 MAY 9 J966 





Hj Sent 



.M Per 



-iff 



t 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF !«VESiWlQM 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

MAY b 1966 ^ 

TELETYPE 



Mr, Tolsosi.. 



FBI BOSTON 



[ 6tA? P.M. URGENT 5-5-66 RDS 

/ ..... \", ■ , • ■ 

Ol DIRECTOR (58-6157) AND WFO (58-995) 

FROM* BOSTON (58-319) 




.Mr. De Loach 

Mr. Mohr ^ 

Mr. Wick 

Mr. Casper . 

Mr, Callahan 

Mr. Cony ad 

Mr. Felt 

Mr. Gale- 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Sulii 
Mr. TeveJ 




Mr. Trotter. 
Tele. 

Miss Holm pa , L 

Miaa Gaudy 




SENATOR THOMAS J.^DODDJ COIl" 008 WFO* BODED MAY' THIRTEEN NE*T. 



RE WFO TEL MAY FIVE INSTANT* WFO AIRTELS DATED MAY ONE AND/ 



*■ // // 



TWO, SIXTYSIX. 



TWO 



: ONLY OUTSTANDING INVESTIGATION AT BOSTON CONCERNS PHILLIP 

. . . ..... ....... 

LEV INE WHO WAS INTERVIEWED WITH NEGATIVE RESULTS MAY FIVE. USA 

W. ARTHUR GARRITY ALSO INTERVIEWED AND DENIED ANY INFLUENCE INVOLVED 
IN LEV INE *S PARDON. GARRITY FURNISHING SWORN STATEMENT MAY SIX, 
SIXTYSIX WHICH WILL - COMPLETE ALL OUTSTANDINGS INVESTIGATION BOSTON. 
REPORT WILL BE SUBMITTED TO MEET BUDED SET REAIRTEL MAY ONE SIXrTtiSIX. 
END 

WA...LLD 

FBI' WASH DC* 

TU CLR. ^ : 'ff\$\ 
COPIES 




.3© MAY 6 1968 



/ 




FD-36 (Rev. 12-13-56) 




% 



Transmit 
Via 



the 



F B I 



(( ■ " — 

I (Mr. Tolson 

I IMf . P ■:• : i*ch 

I IMt. Mohr 

5 iMr; Wick: 



Date: 5/5/66 



following in 
ELETYPE 



PLAIN TEXT 



(Type in plain text or code) 



URGENT 




(Priority or Method of Mailing) 



/ 



0: DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) AND SAC, NEW YORK (58-1482) 
FROM: SAC, WFO (58-995^ 



lien . 
.'an... 

f j&ffr, Tavel 

ay . 
i! (Te]». 'Room. ... . 

JL1 -L.LS.-2S_ 

Miss Gandy 




SENATOR THOMAS, J. DODD; BRIBERY ; COI, 00: WFO. 
RENEW YORK TEL MAY TWO , LAST . \y 
RECORDS OF BUREAU OF RETIREMENT AND INSURANCE, U.S. CSC, 
WASH. , D.C., REFLECT LATEST ADDRESS FOR 



DOB 



IS IN CARE OF 



LONG ISLAND, NEW YORK. 



NEW YORK LOCATE AND INTERVIEW. 



2 ^Bureau 

2 -Teletype Unit 

1-WFO 

WBS :mf f 
(5) 



REC-15 



MAY 6 Bee ' 



... 



k 





gent i 



Sent 



.M Per 



irrCharge 




-;, U 4') FB | ■ , 

.^Ddte: ; . 5/5/ 66 



Transmit the following in 



PLAIN. 



Via 



-ETYPE 



: ; (Type in plaintext or code) ' 

] ■■ ' ■: \ -URGENT, -V 



-. (Priority) : 



DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) ' and '.SACS,.. BOSTON ,(58-31-9.) 

. - ••. JACKSONVILLE... . 

, '•>• NEW HAVEN (56-1 i&r" ? 

■' : ' : ;":J y'Cv. - : *'*>3± :;'ir, j^ ; JWJ^X5B^^:).yt > 

•"•v'V" ; '•• : ' "': V'— -y^ • NW ^RK : C58-i482-) \ ,^ JV 

• ; TAMPA; .-W^'-^ 1 

jFROM : • SAC, ■ WO ( 58-995): ? : ? Y ; v:;f ? ; ■ - ''. ' »'-• v 





SENATOR THOMAS DOpp ;COI.;:.p SIX NEXT 

. PURSUANT. TO BUREAU -REQUEST • FOR CURRENT.- . TABUL AT I ON OFX ALL - 
| OUTSTANDING LEADS, RE CEIViENG, OFF I CIS, SUTEL I^REAU AND W$ THIS! . .- 
P.,$L . /SUMMARY ALL OUTST^bljSG;^ ^REPORT WlLli ' RE ; ACH " '- 

I BUREAU vAND v/FC. > INCLUDE IN SUMMARY ' ALL- LEADS. SET XDUT THIS' DATE- . 



FOR AUXILLARY OFFICES v : 




^ 2p - Bureau 
2 - Teletype Unit 

1 ..- WO ; .' 



f 



\ (5) : ; 

Approved: _ 




fecial Agent i 




Sent , ; ;/ • -, M P,er _ 



mm 



FD-36 {r'V, 5^22-64} 

'^4 




Transmit t 
Via _ 



F B I ■'. 

Date: 5/4/66. 



hs following in 
AIRTEL .'" 



' {Type iri plaintext or code) 

AIR MAIL' ' '- ; 



{Priority} 



TO: ' DIRECTOR, ?3I (58-6157) ■ 

FROM: . ;, SAC, LOS ANGELES (58-616) (RUC) ; , 

RE: . . SENATOR THOMAS J.^ScDD ■ ■ V V : 'V'\ : ''' 

. CONFLICT, OP INTEREST . 

. 00: WFO ■ ■ ',' ■.■V y >'> ;' : /.: ,■ ; 

Baded 5/6/66 ; ' 

• Re WPO airtel'to Director 4/29/66 and. Lds Angeles 
teletype to Director 5/3/66. .;■ > ., '" 

Enclosed for the Bureau and WFO are one and eight 
copies, : respectively, of FD 36? reflecting interview of .. 
KENNETH E. BE LIEU j Laguna Hills, California. BE LIEU was 
advised that this investigation being conducted at the 
request of • the Attorney General of the United States. 




. ' REC-11 



37- Bureau (Ericlv X) / 
^2 « WO (58-995) (Encls. ;8) 
1 - Los Angeles 7 ; - 7 , ... 

(6) /^v ^'-" ^ 



1,6 W 0 1965 




■V 



5 hM 




Sent 



M . Per 



harge 



FD 302 (J|ev. 4-15-64) 



* . .. > ■ 



I 

TED 



f 



EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Dote_.^.,5/4/66 



KENNETH E, BE LIEtfj President, Leisure World 
Foundation and, former Assistant, Secretary of the Navy,. ' 
furnished the following information after being placed under 
oath by SAA WILLIE C. LAW. He said he did not desire to . , 
furnish a sworn signed statement: ' 

BE LIEU does not recall the date of his first 
Contact with Senator SHOMAS 3. DODB pertaining to tele- 
printers being produced by the Mite Corporation, New Haven, 
Connecticut. As he recalled* the teleprinters were originally 
developed for the Navy by Mite with the understanding that 
Mite would be given follow on orders by the. Navy so that Mite 
could recoup its research and development costs. : 

He recalled :that while serving as Assistant V 
Secretary of the Navy in early 1964, he was contacted by 
Senator DOBB as well as representatives of the Mite Corpora- : 
tion. He was informed that the Mite people were concerned 
over the fact that the Navy was to require competition in 
its purchase of teleprinters and that a large corporation 
might win the award and '-f ojfqei ou.t ©f business. Senator 
©©UB and the Mite representatives requested his •assistance. 
Be did not recall if he gave the reggaest fov asai stani'i 
to an aide in his of f ice but slated that 



;.bc 

.b7C 



Office of the Assistant Secretary of defe nse (installati ons 
and Logistics ), Washington, L\ C . , -w@uld have a complete 
file ©n the matter. 

BE LIEU received many telephone calls and saw 
Senator PODB ©n many occasions at the Capitol when he was", 
serving as Assistant Secretary of the Navy. He is sure that 
•the Mite Corporation was the subject of some of their 
discussions but he could not recall any specifics. He . 
considered Senator B&ffi's request for assistance in the 
Mite Corporation matter as routine as he received many similar 
requests from other senators on other matters. 



On — 5 /3/6 6 °' Laguna -Hills, California ; F|ie# Los A n gele s 53-616 

SAAs WILLIS C. LAW, 



br- 



and 



1 



Dote dictated. 

5/3/66 



This document contains neither recom mentations nor conclusions oflrie F.B.I. . |i: . ' fhe- p roper ly of the FBI bn<j: is loaned lb y our'ageney; 
. ii ond its contents ore not to be .distributed ouivide you* a q e nc^^^^. ^Qj^^ 




58-616 



BE LIEftT was shown a #$py of his letter dated' - 
£anua:fy 31^ .1964^ to Sen&t^ ,W$Dj including an: att&c^ 
wherein the Mite Corp^^ti^fe was informed that th£ Kavy coUid 
not justify sQlfe source ne^iifttion with' Mite for the ■ 
purchase «-f teleprinters. : ^*S©rvto writing this letter he 
telephonicaliy informed $^^$®r DODB of . the ; N.avy\s / 
decision, and h B&DI) was v^er^iQB| E «t over this dateision/ He' -"' . ■ L ■ 
does not recall J^y cdntB^ . 
Corporation *af ter ; tfte J.anu^jry 31^ 1964 letter. He .wrote a ' . ■ 
personal riot? en this, letter, informing BOB© that he was sorry 
about the Navy 1 # decision teja^ that .he h&d no other choice, ,; 
Me said ; that such personal ft&tes were routine inasmuch as 
he considered himself a ,clp«' personal 1 friend of DODI>* ■ 

BE LIEU stated that he has absolutely no knowledge 
that B0I2D ev*r received any i^oney or other gratuity frost the 
Mite-GorpOratioh or any of its representatives. 

In hi§ own han&ing of the Mite 0orporatioh matter, 
he d aid that generally; sp^akllag it was handled no ■; 1 
^ differently than it, would have /been handled had DOBB not : 
requested his assistance and that the Havy did not deviate - 
f torn its : regular procurement procedures in the purchase, 6f : 
the/ teleprinters* : . ■ •/"' - 




URGENT 



NEW YORK C58-1482) 




FBI NEW Y.ORK 
H:l5yPM EOT 

Sullivan.. 

to /Director c((i4»-> (58-6157) and Washington field (58-Us hotter.. 

Room 

Holmes^ 



SENATOR THOMAS, J. DODD, COI; 00 J WFO BUDED FIVE SIX NEXT, 



REWFOTEL TO BU, ET AL, DATED FIVE FIVE INSTANT AND NY TELS TO BU 
AND ET At; DATED FIVE FIVE INSTANT. 

INVESTIGATION COMPLETE AT NY. REPORT WILL FOLLOW FIVE SIX NEXT TO 
REACH BUREAU AND WFO FIVE SEVEN NEXT. * 

NY SET FORTH ONE LEAD TODAY BY REFERENCED TELETYPE p^OR NEW HAVEN 
TO DETERMINE AND ADDRESS OF MITE'S WASHINGTON, D.C. REPRESENt|tIVE 
AND FOR NEW HAVEN TO SET 4 FORTH LEAD TO HAVE HIM INTERVIe|eD. oNEW YORK 
ALSO SET FORTH ONE LEAD TODAY BY REFERENCED TEL FOR WFO TO LOCATE AND 
INTERVIEW | | aND SBA OFFICIAL CURRENTLY ATTENDING MEETING 

AT WASHINGTON, D.C. 

r •' • \ • ■ ■ . Y\ 

NY ANTICIPATES WFO WILL SET OUT LEAD TO INTERVIEW 



b6 
b7C 



AT AEC, NY, BASED ON BUAIRTEL TO WFO ET AL, MAY FOURTH LAST. 



END 




-< 7- 



3 s 



IW( 



tfA . . LRC R RELAY 
BI WASH DC || 





A. 

m MAY ■ 0 




FBI /NEW YORK 

nil 




TELETYPE' UNIT 

MAY 5 1985 



ENCODED MESSAGE 
5/5/66 




I Mr. Tolsoti — 

\ v v <v>ach 

§ Mr. M^hr. 

3 Mr. Wick_„.~ 
Mr. Casper ,- 
M>\ Cnllahan. 

-I Mr. Corvtad .J 

Mr. Pat- 



(58-^6157) WASHINGTON FIELD (58-995) ' ANBGalo — 

Mr. Rosen. 
Mr, Sullwm- 
Mr. Tsvel 



-IP- 



M.v. Trotter. 
iTele. Room 



Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy— - — 




6:37 PM EOT URGENT 

DIRECTOR (CCS))) 
[NEW HAVEN (58-134) 
FROM NEW YORK (58-1482) 

J ■ ■ .. 

o 

^SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST; 00. 

REWFOAIRTEL TO THE BUREAU, APRIL TWENTYSIX, LAST AND NHTEL TO THE 
BUREAU, ET AL, DATED APRIL TWENTYSEVEN, LAST. 

•LF ANp| I WITH 

IN 







ADVISED 


FIRST NAME UNKNOWN 





OFFICE IN THE PENTAGON WAS 



FOR ...THE PURPOSE OF SEEKING ADDITIONAL BUSINESS FOR MITE. ALSO PRESENT 

c- * ■ ... . 

AT TH IS jfEET I NG WAS A DODD OFFICIAL REPRESENTING SMALL BUSINESS 
INTERESTS^ (POSSIBLY WEBB) AND MITE'S WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE, NAME 



UNRE CALLED. BY 



CURRENT ADDRESS FOR 



BELIEVED ASCERTAINED BY NY AND 



ATTEMPTS BEING MADE TO INTERVIEW HIM TODAY. 

LEAD }rec-i5 sf^T^:^^^ 

M NEW HAVEN; AT NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT. DE^EJM^INEJNA^E^AN D ADDRESS 
OF MITE'X WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE AND SET 'FORTH LEAD TO HAVE HIM 
INTERVIEWED. = =». «= 

END ' :w MAY 0 M 

WA..LJT ' y 

111966 ' . ., 



FBI WASH DC 

TWO COPftfS 10 WF© 
TWO COPIES WFO 







7\ 



BI NEW YORK 
'5:05 PM EDT 
TO DIRECTOR 
FROM NEW YORK (58-1482) IP 



TEIHYPJ 

MAY 5 1968 

ENCODED MESS AG 
URGENT 5-5-66 MFR 




Mr. Tolson 

Mr. DeLoach. 

Mr. Mohr.. 

Mr. Wick..„_.^ 
Mr. Gasper £_ 
Mr. Callahan.._ 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. p e it._. 
Mr. Gale_ 

(((4))) (58-6157) AND WASHINGTON FIELD (58-995)! |?;^J n 



Mr. Tavel 



ivan Z 



Mr. 



0 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, BRIBERY} GOI, 00; WASHINGTON FIELD 



Trotter... 
Room 
. Holmes.. 
Miss Gandy__ 



RE NEWARK TEL TO THE BUREAU, ET AL DATED MAY, FOUR, LAST. 
SBA OFFICE OF 



ADVISED TODAY HE IS 



ATTENDING -AREA ADMINISTRATORS AND REGIONAL DIRECTORS CONFERENCE 
IN WASHINGTON, DC, AND IS NOT EXPECTED TO RETURN TO HIS OFFICE 
BEFORE MA*, NINE, NEXT. CONFERENCE IS BEING HELD AT BURLINGTON 

O ■ r.\. 

HOTEL, BURGUNDY ROOM, WASHINGTON, DC, AND 
SAME HOTeI. 
LEAD 



IS STAYING AT 



WASHINGTON FIELD 

AT WASHINGTON, DC 
WILL INTERVIEW 
END ~ 
■JA..EFH R RELAY 
BI WASH DC 



Q . A & 



.'2© MAY 6 1966 



corifcoto m\ 





h6 
hlC 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 



m i o 1966 

FBI NEW HAVEN 
7-0pPW URGENT 5/5/66 

DIRECTOR (58-6157) AND WFO < 58-995) 
FROM NEW HAVEN < 58-134) 




TELETYPE 
RJC 



i 



O 




Mr. Tolson — 

Mr. De Loach 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Wick 



Mr- Casper 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr* Conrad. 

Mr. Felt— 

Mr. Gale 

Mr* Rosen ... 
Mr. Suilivai 
Mr. Tavel.^ 
Mr. Trotter 
Tele. Rooro~ 




Miss Holmes 

Miss Gaudy 



SENATOR THOMAS J* DO DDI COI. 00 - WFO* 

jo 

' RE WFO TELETYPE TODAY. , 
RE DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY PHASE. 

.... 

ONLY OUTSTANDING LEAD THIS PHASE IS TO IDENTIFY:* LOCATE AND 
INTERVIEW 



be 
hie 



FORMER DUNBAR EMPLOYEE WHO ALLEGEDLY 



ADVISED VVP. OF ROGER SHERMAN COMPANY THAT HIS FIRM LOST CANEL SITE 

CONTRACT THROUGH INTERVENTION BY DODD IN FAVOR OF DUNBAR. REPORT. THIS 

. . .-. . • -.is, ... .... , 

PHASE WILL BE SUBMITTED IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING RESOLVING THIS LEAD. 

- § 

RE R. HENRY NIELSON PHASE. 



INTERVIEWED THIS DATE AND SIGNED SWORN STATEMENT 



OBTAINED. HE DENIED CONTACT WITH DODD OR ANY DODD'S STfiFF AND STATED 



NO INFLUENCE BROUGHT TO BAR UPON HIM THROUGH HIS ADMINI STRATI V€ 
SUPERIORS. REPORT CONTAINING THIS INTERVIEW BEING .SUBMITTED MAY 



SIX* SIXTYSIX. 

RE MITE CORPORATION PHASE. 




NO OUTSTANDING LEADS THIS PHASE. 



'■ 11 -O.'.'.i 



MAY 6 1966 



RE PHILLIP LEV IN E PHASE. - eBaamD 

Instructions in bureau teletype may four*. siXtysi* this phase 



BEING CARRIED OUT AND WILL BE 



PRIOR TO BUD ED. 




!ND 



BI WASH DC* 



COPIES WFO 



S 




)VERNV 

Memorandum 

Mr. DeLoachJ 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
**AY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE: 5/3/66 




R . E. Wi 




osen , 
Sullivan — 

Tave'l 

.. Trotter 

' Tele. Room 
Holmes — „,.. 
Gandy 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO DREW PEARSON'S 
COLUMN REGARDING INVESTIGATIONS OF 
SENATOR THOMAS J^DODD 



The Director has inquired about the handling of incoming 
letters regarding Pearson's column concerning FBI investigations into the 
Senator Dodd matter. The Director stated he had seen no acknowledgments. 



We had received three letters on this matter . which were 



handled underrate of 5-2-66 and cleared this Division on that date. Copies 
of these letters are attached, for information. We have received seven 
additional letters on this matter late yesterday and they are being handled 
on today's d^tSe). Three of them have already cleared this Division. I can 
assure you these letters are being handled specially and are being given 
the most expeditious handling . They are being treated as specials . 

RECOMMENDATION: - 



For information. 




st-114 




Enclosures 
1 - Mr. DeLoach 




!<£«.[» 




May Z, 19S6 



DamJbe Rest Homo 
Danube, MioesoEa 5823?) 




Yacr letter of April 26th, with enclosure, has 
basa received, end I want to thank you for your geaero&B offer 
of asefstence. ' 

You may be assured this Bureaw is aware of lis ... • . .. 
responsibilities, and it will coatfcwae to make every effort to . ' " 
discharge its obligations with thoroughness, dispatch and im- 
partiality. The statements made to the effect that this Bureau 
has mishandled its investigation of the Bodd- matter are absolutely 
usstrue,, ' 

Sincerely yours } '• 

NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. Jack Anderson 
offered to turn over to the FB3I ail of Senator Dodd's records in his 
possession. Upon departmental authorisation, these documents were 
photographed and sent to the Department. where they were reviewed. 
The Department also requested -the' FBI to make inquiries to determine 
whether any Government documents stare stolen from Senator Dodd's 
office. The results of our irssjuiriesL have been made available to the 
Department and additicua^ invefiftg$ifoii h^s been requested. 



DFC:ejra 

m 




Binghamton, New York 1SS0S 



Dear 



YoiE? letter of April 27th, with enclosure, has 

keen received. 

You may be assured this But earn is ever aware of 
its responsibilities, and it will continue to make every effort to - 
discharge its obligations with thoroughness, dispatch and impar- 
tiality. The statements made to the effect that this Bureau has •' 
mishandled its investigation of the Dodd matter are absolutely 
untrue. 

Sincerely yours, 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. Jack Anderson 
offered to turn over to the FBI all of Senator Dodd's records in his 
possession. Upon departmental authorization, these documents were 
photographed and sent to the Department where they were reviewed. 
The Department also requested the FBI to make inquiries to determine 
whether any Government documents were stolen from Senator Bodd's 
office. The results of our inquiries have been made available to the, 
Department, and additional investigation has been requested. 

DFC:des (8) 



ENCLOSURE 



'May 2/ 



West Chester, Pennsylvania 193 80 



Bear 



Your letter of April 26th has been received, and . 
I can appreciate the interest which prompted you to write. 

You may be assured ibis Bureau is aware of its 
responsibilities, tmd it will continue to make every effort to <5is- 
charge its obligations with thoroughness, dispatch and impartiality* 
The statements made to the effect that this Bureau has mishandled 
its investigation of the Bodd matter are absolutely untrue. 

, Sincerely yours f 



Our last outgoing to correspondent was dated 2-23-62 and there is 
nothing derogatory concerning her. The Philadelphia Office conducted a field 
check on her when she requested information on what traits the Director 
thought most important to teach a child. She was given permission to quote 
the Director's reply. Jack Anderson offered to turn over to the FBI all of 
Senator Bodd's records in his possession, upon departmental authorization, 
these documents were photographed and sent to the Department where they 
were reviewed. The Department also requested the FBI to malce inquiries to 
determine whether any Government documents were stolen from Senator 
Bodd's office* The results of our inquiries have been made available to the 
Department and additional investigation has been requested. 

DFC:mel (3) ■ • / 



LiacoSa, Nebraska SS520 



Your letter o£ April £?th tos beesi received. 

You may fee assured this Bureau is aware of 
Ite respeaaMitiea, s&d it will coatmae to ms&e every effort- 
to tiisci'»r:r§e its obiisaticas wi£3i thoroughness, dispatch, sad 
' impartiality* T&e statements made to the effect that Shis 
Bureau &ao mistjaadled £io tov©s4i^atioa c£ the Oc-dd matter 
are absolutely untrue. 

» . Sincerely years, 



NOTE: Jack Anderson offered to turn over to the FBI all of 
Senator Bodd's records in his possession upon departmental 
authorization. These documents were photographed and sent 
to the Department where they were reviewed. The Department 
also requested the FBI to make inquiries to determine whether 
any government documents were stolen from Senator Bodd's 
office. The results of our inquiries have been made to the 
Department, and it requested additional investigation. 
Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles. 

DFCirss (3) b> I 7 — . 




May 3, 



San Francisco* California 94102 



Dear 



Your letter of April 26th has beea received* 

You m&y be assured /this Bureau is a\7are;-of. 
its responsibilities*, and it vnll continue to make every effort 
to discharge its obligations witla.fchorougfejaees, dispatch assd 
' impartiality. The statements to the effect that this Bureau 
has misfaaEidied its investigation of the Dodd matter-are".- ■ 
absolutely untrue. 

Sincerely yours P 



NOTE: Jack Anderson offered to turn, over to the FBI all of 
Senator Dodd*s records in his possession. Upon Departmental 
author ization ? these documents were photographed and sent to 
the Department where they were reviewed* The Department 
also requested the FBI to make inquiries to determine whether 
any Government documents were stolen from Senator Dodd T s 
Office. The results of our inquiries have been made available 
to t he Department, and ad ditional investigation has been requested. 
One | SausaiitQj CaiiforDiia s was listed 

in 1954 as the brother of the subject of a Security of Government 
Employees investigation. 



DFC:jdm (3) 



0\ 



-2 



.4. 



3gN 



.. — t 



May 3 5 



Coiue-a, California 95932 



iJear 



Your letter o£ April 25th, with enclosure, has • 

Ibsen received. 

Yea may be assured thai this Bureau is ever . - 
aware oil its responsibilities, and/it will contisae to make every 
effort to discharge its obligations with the highest degree of . 
thoroughness, impartiality, and dispatch. The statements made 
to the effect that this Bureau has mishandled its investigation of . ■■ 
the Bodd matter are absolutely untrue. ... . ;. .. _ .•• /;■ 

• Sincerely yours, 



NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Bufiles* jack Anderson 
offered to turn over to the FBI all of Senator Dodd's records in his 
possession. Upon departmental authorization^ these documents were 
photographed and sent to the Department where they were re vie we d. ■'■ 
The Department also requested the FBK to make inquiries to dete rmine 
whether any Government documents were stolen from Senator Bodd ? s 
office* The results of our inquiries have been made available to the 
Department, and additional investigation has been requested. : 

BFCrcms (S) 

£~P ^ ' 



FD-36 (Rev. S-22-64) — ' • ■ . • : "t . 
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Date: 5/6/66 . ! 



• t 



Transmit the following in 
Via AIMEL 



: . . ■■ . • ... ■:■ ■. '~ '■• i 

(Type in plaintext or code) 



' • (Priority) • • • j • •; . 

TO: . DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157). 
FROM: SAC-, WO (56-995) (P). V : 
SENATOR THOMAS J^DOCD: . •. 

co i • , ,' . : : • " '' . . . ' - b t " 

(OOVWFO) , .•'"* :V . : ? • 

BUDED 5/6/66 . ^' . 

Dunbar Transfe r Company . 

Allegation ,is\ that Senator DODD apparently used 
a 1964 Ol dsmobile provided by Dunbar Transfer Company 
I [ from summer of 1964 until recently. During 

period of Senator lX)DDVs use of th^ car he may have assisted 
in obtaining a contract with .the Atomic Energy 



Commission ; (AEC) , for dismantling of Connecticut' Advanced 
Nuclear Engineering Laboratory (CANEL) and in attempting, to. 
obtain other government contracts,/, 



Interviews at AEC disclose[ 



and that bidding was limited to two .local Connecticut firms 
and contract was awarded to Dunbar by study group because 
Dunbar could perform on a more economical basis than other 

bldder - rec-49 ■\lx^:'M4cl.~3*t 




3 r' Bureau • *5 MAY ■ 9 1956 

1 - WFO . 



LBC:sev 
(4) 




Sent s- —.. . . M ' Per 



/ 

u 



Assistant to DODD, contacted. AEC to havel I given con- \ 

sideration for CANEL contract. Interv iews at AEC and files 
of AEC disclose CANEL contract awarded f | October, 1965, 



WFO 58-995 



b7C 



Records Connecticut Motor Vehicle Division teflect 
U, S. Senate 1 plate issued July, 1964, to Dunbar Associates, 
Incorporated, for 1964 OldsmQbile 8&« 

Mite Corporation 

Allegation is that Senator DODD assisted Mite Cor- 
poration in its attempts to sell Military teleprinter to the', 
various Armed Services*, and that DODD received between $2,000 
and $3,000 for assi stance . 



e Chairman of Board, Mite Corporation, 

advised he made cash gift of approximately $1,000, which_he- 



described" as gift to DODD .-to be used as he pleased, 
stated efforts on their 'behalf were ultimately unsuccessful 
and explained their company had been required to submit com- 
petitive bids when thev \ T erg seeking negotiated contract as 

the sole supplier-. said contribution **as made after 

DODD failed to assist them.. 



'.. Files and interviews' at U. : S, Department of Defense 
disclose DODD interceded on. behalf of the Mite Corporation 
on t T o contracts, one : of ^hich vas put on competitive bid .;* 
despite Mite :, s protest and DODD ■ s inquiry , and; the second one, 
a sole source procurement *dth. Mite vas not finalized into 
contract until November of 1965, although DODD made inquiry - 
in July, 1965, and Mite prior to July, 1965, insisted the pro- 
curement, be finalized into a contract immediately. The issue, 
in latter contract T/as time element./ ; • 

HENRY NlffXSON - 

Allegation is that Senator DODD may have assisted 
HENRY NtELSON , a former Hartford .Ford Dealer , in obtaining a - 
loan from the S$aH Business Administration (SBA) . There are 
allegations : that NLELSON may have annually given Senator 1 DODD 
nerr Fords for us.e during the/year. . y 



:•• SBA granted 
Ford Dealer, Hartford7 
7/13/61. 
7/7/61. 



Connecticut , a 
SBA', Regional Director declined | m 
Loan also declined by Chief , Aarea Loan Group One, 



and Sons Company, a 
loa n ;of . $120,0 00 on 
~]loan 



-2 - 



WFO 58-995 



SB A, WDC, then approved 7/13/61, by 



Acting 



Director, SBA, WDC . I ] defaulted on loan and there are , 

InrHraiMrm* Snnp tor DODD , through his then:' Executive Assistant 

to have . 



may have acted on behalf of 



SBA grant extensions .: 



admits loaning a car to Sen ator DODD on 

sold two cars 



occasion tor short periods of time, 
to GRACE M . DODD, one in 1960 and the; other in 1962, on which 
a balance of $782.75 is owed. 



for advice on method of apply i 1 
SBA loan. 




admits contacting DODD 
tension of. payment of 



Outstanding; Leads 

WFO teletype to all of f ices . 5/5/66 , requested summary 
be submitted this date re all outstanding leads and vhen .report 
T ould reach Bureau and WFO. Auxilliary offices were also to ' 
advise of all leads set out for other offices this date. 



Principal 



1il 



areas of outstanding investigation at WFO. Jt/*tji- b 



5/5 fee. . 

interview 



■ Aonroval /of i ni-g-rvi pw q£ .TACK s-. VAT.ENT ^ Gongre.s sman 

:as granted 



Accordingly, attempts are being made • to conduct these - 
s at earliest practicable time. ^ft/^ 



2. 



Nume rous alt tempts have been, mad e to .int fervie^ 
one of ANDERSON 1 s sources. 



____ has advised 

he is nov working for Southern Rail ro ad : i s : in con s t an t travel 
status but T^ill make himself . available for interview at earliest 
possible, date. • • 

3. It appears Admiral -W. A. BROCKET! , former Chief 
Bureau of Ships, cannot be interviewed until' possibly 5/17/66, 
as he is in travel status." . : : . 



4 v . WFO wi 11 ;hav«i to . condiifct. interviews with l 
] and Senator THOMAS J. CODD. Also WFO; rill prepare 




wfo 58-99:5 . • r " . • - : . '•' 

background for possible interview of | • . . '° c . 

Preparations for these interviews . r^i 11 be extensive and cannot / ■ * j 

be. completed until reports, are recMyed from all auxiliary \. : :: * ;V" \ 

offices. ■ '. : . • ; Vi; "... :v .. I 

. • ■ • I , ■ ■- . 

• . ' , • . • ■ . - ■ ■' "■ 1 

In vie T : of above, WFO cannot meet buded. // I 




FO-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 



FBI • 

Date: 5/6/66 



Transmit the following in 



Via 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



AIRTEL 



(Priority) 



. _ _• , : J , - - ,- - 



TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 

FROM: SAC, «P0 (58-995) (P) 

SENATOR 1HOMAS j£-TX>DD 
CO I 

(GC:WFO) 
Buded 5/6/66 



Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are the original 
and three copies of a self-explanatory LHM. 



,7 




(9 - Bureau (Encs. 4) 



7 



1 - WFO 

LBCrsls 
(4) 

AIRTEL 




Approved:^. 
5 J MAY 1 (rfggg 31 AflenMn Charge 



Sent 



. M Per 




In Repty, Please Refer to 
File No. 
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SENATOR; THOMAS 
CO I 

. (00:WO)' . 
BUDED 5/6/66 



iieBuairtei 5/4/66 and report SA JOHN F,' SHANLEY^ 
New York, dated 4/29/66V 

ISncldsfed herewith to Boston are bite copy > bf . ; 
referenced air tel. ;and^ yv>. v - v" : ,^v ".•■-■-< 



Assistant Co.inmissionetV Re&l 
Property , Utilization and Disposal Service , \ GSA, l/ashington,/ 
D. C. , advised that negotiations ^between. GSA \and AgC -ovelr,; 
di spo sal of CANEL installation, at /Kiddle town , Connecticut ,> ; " ; 
were handled by the Regional GSA Office,; Boston, Massachu$etts 
and correspondence, meiuorand ^' and, notes "concerni ng same wo uld 
be avai lable at that office. 



indicated 



Utilization and Disposal Service, GSA, Boston,,: would 



be the person t o conta ct cohcerriihg ;this : matter, and h<e ; 



would telephone 
by FBI, , 



and advice .him to expect to be contacted 




3 - .Bureau 

2 - Boston ( 58-319) (Enc. 2) 
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LEAfc ; 

' BOSTON 



hlC 



[ 



AT BOStON, MASSACHUSETTS .i * Should contact 



General Services' Administration (GSA) , arrange to ; / 
review GSA files arid conduct appropriate ^interviews to •full/ 
develop GSA 1 s role in this matter • : For; information of. Boston : 
Division, GSA is referred: "to; on 'pages , "4i'"-5> 17 and 20 : of r - v 
referenced report. 

This investigation should: be conducted expeditiously 
. ancT a report submitted at earliest possible time; : ; 
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ReBuairtel 4/26/66. 



UACB, an appointment v/ill be made to interview 
Senator DODD on Wednesday/ 5/11/66, or as soon thereafter 
as possible. 
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5/4/6® 
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TITLE OF 



CASE 



SENATOR THOMAS J.^DODD 



SA WILLIAM F. GLOSSA 



TYPEO BY 

hmg 



CHARACTER OF CASE 
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CONFLICT OF INTEREST 




REFERENCES 

Bureau teletypes to New Haven 4/26 and 29/66; 
WFO teletypes to Bureau 4/26 and 28/66; 

New Haven teletypes to Bureau 4/27, 28, 29, 5/2, 3, 4/66; 
WFO airtels to Bureau 4/26 and 5/1/66; 
WFO alrtel to New Haven 4/27/66; 
New York teletype to Bureau 4/28/66. 



be 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

This report contains information relating to the Mite / f i 
Corporation of New Haven, Connecticut. Separate repor^/ 
are being submitted in this case in connection with the * 
several phases of investigation requested by the Department 
of Justice, 




Lead to interview 



was sent to New York Office 



when it was determined that[ 

Mite Corp. , and a ssociated with a Ne w York City law firm. 
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|was general counsel for 



AX 
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COPIES MAOI 



SPECIAL AGENT 



Bureau (58-6157) 

2 - WFO (58-995) 
1 - New York (58-1482) (Info) 
1 - Boston (58-319) (Info) 

3 - New Raven (58-134) 



Agency 



Request Reed , 
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By 
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LEADS 

NEW YORK AND BOSTON DIVISIONS (INFORMATION ) 

One copy furnished in view of possible further investigation 
to be conducted in the future, for same reason extra copies 
designated for New Haven. 

NEW HAVEN DIVISION 

At New Haven, Conn, 

Will report results of other phases of this investigation. 
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UNmb. STATES' DEPARTMENT OF. J^TICE' 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF 1NVESTJGATIOM 



Copy ro: 

Report of: SA WILLIAM F. GLOSSA Office: NEW HAVEN 

Dot« 3 May 4, 1966 

Field Office File ft 58-134 Bureau Fife f: 58-6157 

Title: SENATOR THOMAS J, DODD 

Character, CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

SynopiU: MITE CORPORATION, NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT 



I President, Mite Corp . , New Hay en ,• 

Conn, interviewed 5/2/66, Declined to be interviewed 
under oath or to authorize inspection of files, 
stating he felt he should first seek advice of 
counsel* Agreed to oral interview, stating had 
done nothing "surreptitiously". He furnished 
information concerning dealings Mite Corp. had with 
Government and Senator DODD. Concerning contribu- 
tions to Senator DODD, he stated approximately , 
$1,000. 00 cash contribution made to DODD but could 
not recall the exact amount, where money turned 
over to DODD, whether money turned over to DODD 
or employee of DODD. Stated cash gift to DODD not 
given as campaign contribution but intended as 
money to be used by DODD as he saw fit. States 
has no written record of this contribution. M. H. 
BLINKEN, Chairman of the Board, Mite Corp. , interviews 
5/2/66. Declined to be interviewed under oath or 
permit examination of records for same reasons as 
above. He furnished information regarding Mite 
dealings with Government and Senator DODD with 
respect to Government purchases of teleprinters. 
Recalls making cash gift to DODD of approximately 
$1,000.00, which he described as cash gift for 
D0DD*s expenditures "to be used as he pleased but 
not intended for his campaign". Both f j 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned t 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. j 




NH 58-134 



state DODD f s efforts on their behalf ultimately 
unsuccessful and Mite required to submit to 
competitive bidding. Both state contributions 
made after DODD had failed to assist them. JOHN 
GOLDEN , Democratic National Committeeman, New Haven, 
Conn., recalls visit by M, H, BLINKEN regarding 
problem Mite Corp. and Government having regarding 
Government's purchase of teleprinter. GOLDEN states 
he wrote to Senators DODD and RIBICOFF and Represen- 
tative GI^MG on behalf of Mite. Does not know if 
Senator DODD or others able to assist BLINKENs. Has 
no personal knowledge of any cash contributions made 
by BLINKENs to DODD, Believes they may have "purchased 
a couple of tickets" to fund raising dinners for Senator 
DODD. 



-P- 



DETAILS: 



MITE CORPORATION, NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT 



FD-302 tRvv\ ~-m*C} 





Presld^ttt of th 
JSgW Haven , ? _Conhebticut t wife 



Street^ 
of III te Corpora ti on 0 



as inte 



ite Corp oration , 446Blake 
ntrervzewed at the ofrlce™ 
He was advised of the nature of the 



investigation and that certain filed of th^ corporation be 
made available for examination^ fie stated that he had no 
objection to an int erview since he had done nothing "surrep- 
tiQusly", I ~| stated he could not permit an examination 

of his files without first conferring with counsel! explaining 
that these were company files and he could not take the 
responsibility of making them available. He further stated 
that he would not furnish any written s tatement under o#th 
without first conferring with counsel. I I also stated 

that he would t&k© these matters up with his counsel following 
interview . He w&s told by Special Agent GLOSSA that he could 
consult with counsel before making any statement and he agreed 
that be knew that he had this right, 



By, way . of background J I advised that Mite Corporation 

had several years merged with what was formerly known as 

the Greist-Matof ac turisg ; e<smp>any f '< also Of 446 Blake Street * 
fitora Kaven, Connecticut*,:. 

Mi tm Corporation had researched and developed a teleprinter 
which is generally the same as a teletype machine but which 
was sidiapted Sor use by the military service, A contract was 
obt$ia$»ti with ttoe Ufeit©d States Government to' sell these 
teleprinters to the Government, It was learned that after 
moue ®i thes© saaehifties had been sold to the Government under 
contract, that the Government was requesting bids of the same 
type Macfein© a&d that Kleinschmidt t a division off Smith 
Corona and Teletype, an AT&T subsidiary f would be submitting 
competitive bids. 



advised that the Mite Corporation had invested large 

of money into the research and development of the tele- 
printer and that the Government was aware that they had done 
this* He went on to state that the original sales of the 
teleprinters to the Government were af a price below the cost 
of the machine , considering the investment of the company in: 
■a^to' $€wal®pnent* £he company, h®w®v®r B ©ipe©^:eri 



Ota .. . ......... 



■v-.--- -:'t.t.tam *. qfjftgRA and : •• . . " : . 

Data dlctetmf &&/6.fi- 




o( FBI arid la ioanad to 




which would enable Mite to recoup their investment. The 

company fully expected to have the Government purchase these 

machines under negotiated contracts and f urther, that the 

purchases would not be put out to competitive bidding. Additionally, 

he stated, Mite is a small business and as such could not 

compete with large concerns*' 

Upon learning that the teleprinter ^as being made subject of 
competitive bidding, the Mite Corporation corresponded 
with KENNETH E. BE Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 

Washington, B»C*, who was concerned with th© Gra^ern&emt 
purchase of teleprinters. 

As a result of the cor?@g*]>ofttience , a meeting was set up in 
Washington with BB -LIEU and X, H* BLINKEN, Chairman of the 
B oard off tho mte Corpo ration BLXHKSN in the father 

°q i 

l statod that Senator THOMAS J, WW attended this 
mooting/ H© stated that the cmapa^y had earlier corresponded 
with Senator JDO&D, requsstiag any asai8t&R&® could gi^o* 
He further stated that Senator ha^ also been 

contacted and was a^ara of t he problem hut had done nothing 
to assist as far as he knew. | [ advised he also b 

recalled ha viag: had Iciacfe ttitk JOHN GOLDEN, ^ho is IDemoc ratio 
National Cot^itteemaua 2 rota Kfew Kaves*, Connecticut „ I I 
stated he may foa^e discussed the Mite Corporation with GOLDE N 
and that GOLDEK probably said "I'll look into it". | ~| 
stated that Senator DODD was contacted because it was leit 
that it was a 8@raat0r f s business to take an interest in these 
matters, 



Following the meeting with BE LIEU, a subsequent meeting was 
held in Washington ? and attending this meeting was GRAEME 
c nkmi^m&AK L Deputy Secretary of Department of Defense. 

believed an assistant secretary named WEBB also 



of the Dapartafciamt of Defense was at the meeting, as well as 

General Counsel for Mite Corporation. 
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Senator DODD did not attend this meeting. The problem of the 
teleprin ter was discussed at the meeting. Subsequently, 
I ""[ learned that despite the meetings aid correspondence, 

the teleprinter was being put out for competitive bidding 
and he was so advised by BE LIEU. Mite thereupon decided 
to bid low and in this manner Mite "bought the contract". 



was 



Regarding _____ 

employed by Mite as an economic advisor to the corporation* 



advised that [ 



rti 



could not recall an y particu lar meeting attended by 
but did recall that | | was with him on some 

occasions when they visited DODD 7 s office . He further stated 
that JANEWAY had been acquainted with Senator DODD for a 
number of years. 



With respect to any money given to Senator DODD J 
furnished the following information: 

He stated he made a cash gift of approximator $1,000 to DODD 
•just before the 1964 election. He stated he coiid not fix 
the exact amount nor the time except to state that he thought 
it was before the election. He stated that this was personal 
money of his own and his father's, M. H. BIINKEN. The money 
was given to DODD either by himself or his father. I ~l 
could not recall if the money .was given to DODD in Connecticut 
or Washington. He could not recall if anyone else was present 
when the money was given to DODD nor could he recall if the 
money was given to anyone else to give to DODD. He stated he 
rather doubted t hat the mo ney would be given to a third pa rty 
to give to PODD. | ~| has no recollection of | | 

being present at any time the money was given to DODD. He 
stated he has no written record of this transaction and did 
not declare it as an item in his income tax return. 




he 

b7C 



stated that the money was probably given to DODD in 
cash so that "the Senator could do what he wanted with it". 
He stated that Senator DODD was an "impecunious" type person 
who needed money for his personal use and that by giving the 
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money in this manner DODD could use it as he chose. He stated 
that this toO&ey was not given as a campaign contribution. 



advised that he h£s ttirn^d-bver material to employees 

in DODD^^offic^e on perhaps several occasions, but ^haf this 
material would have been correspondence he 'wanted DODX) to 
review with r&ipect to the Mite Corporation Government negotia 



.:2a ft'-J 



Jrecalled that he personalty met DODD several times in 

Connecticut during the 1964 campaign. DODD was also the guest 
of honor at a Mite Corporation employee dinner during the Summer 



Jstated that he and his father also attempted 
"for DODD from Connecticut manufacturers but 



of 1964, 

to solicit xunas 

were uns uccessful. He did not believe he collected anything, 

advised he may have bought a $100 ticket to a DODD 

ainnez?&^ut~ ^ s* v* '\- • v «e . !w 

',y : .„/. ^ . is v.uki- ; *; ..^i, to a toio 



FD-302 (JRav. 1-25-50) 
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Dote 



May 4, 1966 



M .^jh ^LI NKEN ^ Cha i rman of t he Board Mi te Corpora ti on , 
44 6 Br$ ke STree t > "New Ha ven V Coiinec t i got , wa s i n t e r v i ewed 
at tfie oflice of M advised of the 

nature of the investigation and that certain files of 
the corporation were desired for examination. He stated that 
his company had nothing to hide but that he felt that counsel 
should be consulted before any files were made available ♦ 
BLINKEN further advised that he would not furnish any written 
statement under oath without also first conferring with; 
counsel. BLINKEN was told by Agent GLOSSA that he could 
consult with counsel before making any statement and he 
agreed that he knew he had this right. 

M # H. BLINKEN stated that he was in possession of a letter 
to KENNETH E, BE LIEU, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 
Washington, D«C., letter dated January 13, 1964. He stated 
he was desirous of reading this letter to interviewing agents 
since it outlined the problems of the Mite Corporation, 
which related to the sale of the teleprinter to the Govern- 
ment. He read this letter which outlined the problems Mite 
was having with the Government concerning the purchase of 
teleprinters. 



BLINKEN stated that Mite had spent large sums of money in 
research and development of the teleprinter and that the investment 
a^pxoxisfiatoly. e^;£-11^3 the capital stock of the company. 
He related the problems involved, such as that the loss of 
the contract would endanger employment of skilled technicians 
at Mite. BLINKEN stated he thought it was totally unfair 
for the Government to allow others to bid since there were 
proprietary rights of the Mite Corporation concerned as 
well as possitfe patent infringements. He felt that as a 
small company the Government should be encouraging inventive- 
ness and survival and that Mite should not be forqed to 
compete with such companies as Kleinschmidt , a division of 
Smith Corona and AT and T. BLINKEN further stated that the 
delay which was being caused was detrimental to the best 
interests of the Government since the teleprinters were . 
badly needed by the military, particularly for field use in 
Vietnam, He thought the Government policy in this instance 
was wrong. BLINKEN stated that with this in mind his sole 
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intent was to set up a meeting with someone in the Pentagon 
on a policy level* Through Senator DODD a meeting was 
arranged with KENNETH E« BE LIEU and DODD was present at 
the meeting* DODD made a statement at this meeting that 
"the situation was immoral",, Late r another meeting took 
place with GRAEME C. BANNERMAN and | _T Mite 

General Counsel, all present* At this meeting BLINKEN 
stated that BANNERMAN made the statement that the Government 
"assumes that every contractor is a crook". 

BLINKEN stated that this was the beginning and the end of any 
assistance received and when he learned that the teleprinter 
was put out for bids* Mite bid low and was awarded the «uj 
contract. He heard that others bid double the Mite bid; a car 

BLINKEN stated he had originally sought help, in.; dealing , with 
the Government because "we were strangers in town". Previously 
he had "beentengaged nlmcbusrinessyoutsidG of Connecticut .gandu* 
remarked that hfed the problems arisen in New 'YOrk$ he gouldously 
have, gbntactedgSgn«tdr SA^I^S-withouteany dif f iculti^saat 
ail;< rkHe* Seated aihat S^atfer nDQDD • s ef toJfts werfe of c nor help 
as evidenced by the f act ^ thatSMit^fewas compelled t&tbid i$r 
the sale of teleprinters, 

With respect to any money given to DODD he stated he may have 
given DODD as much as $1,000.00 of his own personal money. 
He explained he carries two or three hundred dollars in his 
pocket and that he probably had accumulated about $1*000,00 
and this would be the money he would have given to DODD, 
He has no written recor d of havi ng given this money to DODD* 
BLINKEN stated his son, | [ also added some cash to this 

approximate $1,000* He aaviSfeCT that the cash was given for 
D0DD*s expenditures "to be used as he pleased, but not 
intended for his campaign", He stated his contribution could 
not have exceeded $1,000,00 and that he was "not paying for 
any services or campaign funds". 
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He stated he would not have written a check out for this 
kind of money because then the check could possibly go into 
the treasurer of a campaign and the Senator would not be 
able to use it for his personal use, BLINKEN further 
stated that this was not the first time he had given money h 
to politicians, stating he had been a Democrat all his life b 
and that at one time he paid the rent on a Democratic ward 
office in New York City simply because no one else paid the 
rent, BLINKEN stated he recalls he gave Congressman G LfflQ 
$150,00* He stated that before he met Senator DODD /he may 
have sent a $100*00 check payabte to the Democratic/campaign 
Treasurer in Connecticut. As he recalled, thi s wpuld hay^e 
been for a dinner in Hartford, Connecticut. 



BLINKEN stated that during DODD 9 s 1964 campaign, a local 
New Haven fellow, name not recalled, had approached him 
asking BLINKEN to solicit campaign funds from Connecticut 
manufacturing firms* When ha explained to this individual 
that he was not too well acquainted with manufacturers in 
is area, the inriivirinai told him he would be assisted by 



or a 



J The latter individual became 



and this left the project to be handled by BLINKEN* He 
stated he got a "batch of names of manufacturing firms" and 
corresponded with them. His efforts were not too successful 
and he thinks he collected a couple of checks for about $3500,00, 
BLINKEN stated he also contacted several local gun manufacturers 
realizing because of DODD's gun bill they were anti-DODD and 
predominately Republican. He stated he hoped to be able 
to win over these people. 

In conclusion, BLINKEN stated he desired to emphasize that 
the approximate $1,000.00 in cash given to DODD was given 
to him after DODD had been unsuccessful in helping the Mite 
Corporation, 



WFG/hmg 
-1- 
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Subsequent to the . i nt^rvtew with H« H, BLXNKEN, the latter 

recalled his son,| | in to his office an d in the presence 

of interviewing agents, told | | that he had just 

been explaining to the agents aooux tne cash money that he be 
had given D ODD and that it was his recollection that he had b7c 
given it to l I who then added some personal cash of his own 

which h q. M» BLINKEN f thought was about $700,00, In response 



to this 
added a 



Stated he did not rem ember how munh h e had 



that the 



H, BLINKEN also stated to 
money was given after DODD had been unsuccessful anci f 
remarked that it was after "DODD had struck out but that 
he did not like to use that term, 
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On May 2, 1966, SA WILLIAM F e GLOSSA attempted to set up an 
appointment with JOHN GOLDEN $ who is Democratic National 
Committeeman and who is associated with the office of Golden, 
O'Neill, and Gebhardt, Inc., (insurance and surety bonds), 
185 Church Street, New Haven, Connecticut, The individual 
answering the telephone advised that GOLDEN was not there 
and had probably already left for three weeks vacation in 
Europe. This individual furnished the home telephone number 
for JOHN GOLDEN in New Haven, and he w as telephonic ally he 
contacted at his home telephone number I 1 hie 
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edsral zmm.Au .of. invsstiga 




rw» Slav 4. 1966 



JOHft^ p ^ DE N^as contacted telephonically at his residence in 
Ia«i^ f Connecticut. He' advised that he was leaving in 



New 



five minutes for a three week trip to Europe and stated that 
he would be most willing to furnish what information he 
could over the telephone. He was advised of the nature of 
the inquiry and stated that his only connection with officials 
of the Mite Corporation was when several years ago M. H. 
BLINKEN had visited him regarding problems Mite Corporation 
and the Government were having regarding the Government's 
purchase of teleprinters. GOLDEN stated he believed he 
wrote to Senator ©ODD, Senator RIBICOFF, and Representative 
GIApO on behalf of Mite. He stated he does not know if 
Senator DODD or anyone was able to assist BLINKEN, 

GOLDEN advised he has no personal knowledge of any cash 
contribution made by the BLINKENs to Senator DODD. He 
thinks the BLINKENs may have "purchased a couple of tickets" 
to fund raising dinners for Senator DODD. 

GOLDEN advised that many years ago and for approximately 
seventeen years, he had been superintendent of the Greist 
Manufacturing Company, presently known as Mite. He has no 
current association with Mite. 

GOLDEN stated he would be available for any further interview 

necessary upon his return. 



0fj 5/2/66 New Haven, Congee ticwt _ pn» * NH 58-134 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



date: May 3, 1966 



J 





office 

Senator Dodd^called twice this morning insisting that he should 
be placed in touch with me. H# was told that I was in Indianapolis attending 
National Executive Committee meetiiigs of The American Legion. Upon check- 
ing in with the office shortly after Noon, I was advised of Senator Dodd's 
message and returned his call. 

Senator Dodd, who was at his home at the time, told me that 
he learned this morning for the first time that the FBI was conducting an 
investigation of his past activities. He stated that he had previously understood 
from talking with the Department that the FBI's investigation was to concern 
only the theft of documents from his office. I reminded the Senator that in his 
letter to the FBI he had specifically asked for an investigation of his so-called 
derelictions. He stated this was true and that he of course feared no 
investigation. 

I told the Senator that the Attorney General and Assistant Attorney 
General Vinson had specifically requested the FBI to make the investigation in 
question. The Senator stated that he was at a loss to know what the investigation 
would concern. I told him that I of course was out of the office and was not in i 
a position to discuss the matter with him. I stated that he might desire to 
contact the Department regarding the matter. 
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Senator Dodd told me that he was undergoing great personal 
ifficulties. He stated that he had no money to defend himself, that his wife 
fas in ill health, and that she had fallen yesterday, May 2, 1966. He stated 
that frankly he was "going through hell n and teat it appeared thai 
\ Anderson were attacking everyone. -vp^ t 

Senator Dodd stated that heSvanted me to under ^ta: 
virtue of the fact he had called the FBI, he was not asking for any tavors. 
reiterated that he' had nothing to fear. He then stated that as mda^ted in £rior 
^Correspondence to the Director, the carpeting in his Connecticut home had 
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De Loach to Mr. Tolson memo 
Re: Senator Thomas J. Dodd 

been paid for by personal check. He stated that if we were investigating the 
matter of his utilization of an automobile: during campaign seasons, hie was 
guilty of this matter, however, he didn^t think anything was wrong with such 
usage. - , : . - , . ' .. ••' 

Senator Dodd apologized for balling me while out of town but 

1 stated he was surprised that the FBI was conducting an investigation. I 
reminded him of the fact that the Department made the decisions in this regard 
and that the FBI was simply the investigative agency. He stated he under stood. 
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ADVICE TO INTERVIEWEES THIS INVESTIGATION BEING CON- 
DUCTED AT REQUEST OF ATTORNEY GENERAL IS ADMINISTRATIVE 
AND SHOULD BE REPORTED ON COVER PAGES RATHER THAN IN DETAILS. 
IMMEDIATELY FORWARD BUREAU AND WFO CORRECTED PAGES FOR IN- 
SERTION IN REREP. 
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NEILSON PHASE. 

ADVISE TO INTERVIEWEES THIS INVESTIGATION BEING CON- 
DUCTED AT REQUEST OF ATTORNEY GENERAL IS ADMINISTRATIVE 
AND SHOULD BE REPORTED ON COVER PAGES RATHER THAN IN DETAILS . 
IMMEDI AT ELY FORWARD BUREAU AND WFO CORRECTED PAGES FOR IN- 
SERTION IN REREP. 

MAIL COPY SENT WFO. 
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SENATOR THOMAS J^DODD; COI; 00:WF0, BUDED MAY ELEVEN NEXT. 

REWFOTEL TO THE BUREAU DATED MAY SIXTH, LAST; AND BUT EL TO BOSTON, 



ET AL, DATED MAY TENTH, INSTANT; REPORT OF SA 



DATED 



MAY FOURTH, SIXTYSIX, AT NEW HAVEN REGARDING R. HENRY NIELSEN PHASE. 



INTERVIEWED TODAY. HE FURNISHED COPY OF LETTER RE- 
PRODUCED ON PAGE FORTY OF REFERENCED REPORT AND COPIES OF LETTERS FROM 

TO SEN. DODD DATED APRIL TWENTYFIVE, 



SB A ADMINISTRATOR, 




AND MAY FOUR, BOTH SIXTYTWO; COPY OF LETTER DATED APRIL TWENTYFOUR, 
SIXTYTWO, FR0M| | DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF LOAN ADMINISTRATOR, 

LETTER TO 



SBA, TO 



AND COPY OF 



DATED APRIL 



TWENTYSEVEN, SIXTYTWO, 



END PAGE ONE 
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LETTER OF APRIL TWENTYFIVE, SIXTYTWO REFERS TO 



LETTER , PRESUMABLY TO 



DATED APRIL NINETEEN, SIXTYTWO, 
ENCLOSING COPY OF LETTER ON PAGE FORTY OF REFERENCED REPORT, HOWEVER, NO 
COPY OF 



LETTER IS AVAILABLE IN 



FILE. WFO OBTAIN 



SAME FROM 








ALSO MADE 



FILE AT SB A, WASHINGTON, D.C. 



THREE, FROM l ~| tO SEN. DODD WHICH LETTER THANKED THE SEN. FOR HIS 



LETTER OF FEBRUARY NINETEEN, SIXTYTHREE. RECOMMENDING 
FOR POSITION OF BRANCH MANAGER OF HARTFORD BRANCH OFFICE, SB A. NO 
COPY OF THE SEN.* S LETTER OF FEBRUARY NINETEEN, SIXTYTHREE, IS AVAILABLE 
IN 



FILE. WFO OBTAIN SAME FROM 



FILE AT SB A, WASHINGTON, 



D.C. 



UNAVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW UNTIL MAY ELEVENTH, 



NEXT. RUC REPORT WILL FOLLOW MAY ELEVENTH NEXT. 



END 
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SENATOR- THOMAS Ji^DOODJ CONFLICT 0F INTEREST. 



RE NEW HAVEN AIRTEL TO BUREAU FIV'E SIX SIXTY SI XV 




p MADE AND BROKE AN APPOINTMENT 
FOR FOUR PM THIS DATE AT DETROIT. EXPLAINED THAT HE HAD 
BEEN DELAYED AND WOULD ACCORDINGLY HAVE TO DRI\/£ TO CINCINNATI 
WHERE HE WILL STAY AT THE EVEN DALE MOTEL* AND HAVE TIME -.FOR 
INTERVIEW IN CINCINNATI WEDNESDAY, F IV& ELEVEN NEXT, AFTER ■, 
[THREE PM, AND REQUESTED CINCINNATI OFFICE CONTACT MOT'ELFOR THIS' 
PURPOSE* HE WILL NOT RETURN DETRO I T UNTIL MONDAY^, FIVE SIXTEEN 
vJEXT. 

PERTINENT SERIALS ACCORDINGLY- BEING FORWARDED CINCINNATI 
*MSD TODAY UNDER SEPARATE COVER. CINCINNATI SHOULD ASSIGN 
1JAT0RE AGENT- TO INSURE THAT THIS INTERVIEW IS HANDLED FIVE 
LEViEN NEXT AND SUREP IMMEDIATELY. 
BUREAU, ON FIVE TEN INSTANT, 




ALL INVESTIGATION 

E COMPLETED AND REPORTED BY CLOSE OF BUSINE£S«-FiU£-EUEi&EN "" 

** E * T * ^ 'j may 11 1966 

i CG WILL BE ADVISED 
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date: May 9, 1966 



subject ^JATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 




Joseph A. Calif ano, Jr. , Special Assistant to the 
President, called on Saturday, May 7, 1966. 

He asked if a copy of the letter dated 8/9/65 from 
Jack Valenti, Special Assistant to the President, to 
Senator Dodd regarding the Mite Corporation was included 
in the material which Jack Anderson had made available to 
the Bureau in this matter. After checking, I told him that 
it was not included* (This letter was one which came to 
our attention in examining the contract files of the Marine 
Corps ♦) 

Calif ano then requested that a copy of the 2/25/65 
memorandum from Senator Dodd to Jack Valenti (which is the 
document made available to us by Jack Anderson ) be delivered 
to him as it was not in the White House file on this matter. 
In that memorandum Senator Dodd outlined to Valenti the basic 
problem involving the iSits Corporation contract with the 
Department of the Navy and the Marine Corps. We called 
attention to this memorandum xn our letter to Marvin Watson, fl. 
Special Assistant to tiwn fcy^sident on 5/5/66 . // 

A copy of the 2/25/65 memorandum was delivered to 
Calif ano today. 
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R EFERENCES: 

Newark teletype to Director 



New Haven teletype to Director, 4/29/66. 

, 5/4/66. 



ADMINISTRATIVE: 



Both| 

interviews are set forth in this repo 



1: 



the results of whose 
were advised that 



the Investigation was being conducted at the request of the 
Attorney General. 

LEADS: 

NEW HAVEN ( INFORMATION) 

A copy of this report is being transmitted to New 
Haven for information in view of the fact that office is 



A 



APPROVED 



SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



COPIES MADE: 



'%J> Bureau (58-6157) 
1 - New Haven (info) (58-134) 

1 - New York (info) 

2 - Washington Field (58-995) 
1 - Newark (58-546) 
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NK 58-5^ 

presently conducting aii investigation regarding this matter. 
Leads based on infprmat.l^ii^et ^ in this report; rweretset^;^ 
out by;, referenced ^Newfe^ ~*'^\$v£&^ 

' MEW YORK (INFORMATION) V,:V?*^^t43 



York for information in view 6f the fact that office, is 
presently cohduc t ihg r'ahb investigation regarding this matterv 



■'.\'*V*?v : -' ■ • 



Leads based on information set' yforth in this report; 'were 
set out by referenced Newark teiet^ 



WASHINGTON FIELD 



^t-WashlngtOny D» C ;: ' >Will consider inte^iew i ; ' 
Administrator of SBA, : . / •. 
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Character: 



CONFLICT OP INTEREST 



Synopsis: 



I 



former Branch Manager of 



the Small Business Administration (SBA) Office at Hartford, 
Conn., advised he recalls loan to NIELSEN was approved while 
he was on vacation. Advised he Intercepted a telephone call 
from Senator DODD's office In 1/62, Inquiring about status of 
modification of loan terms, which call was meant for JOSEPH 
D. LINEHAN, Chief of the Financial Assistance Section of SBA. 
Papers requesting tnnrtl fl nation, not received until later and 
matter assigned ^©J_ 
Hartford, Conn. 



. Financial Specialist, SBA, 

jconducted investigation and recommended 

yenueat be denied following which call received froia f 



] then Chief of the Financial Assistance- Division or 
Regional Office at SBA at NYC. Claimed! | said he heard 



from the General Counsel 's office (of SBA) '. in Washlnp'tnTi . D.C. 
that Senator D0DD*s office "raising hell", because ! I 
allegedly remarked loan should not have been made ln r flrst 
pa. 4/62, | jcalled before[ 




Regional Director of SBA, NYC who indicated he had 
been contacted by | I Administrator of SBA at Washington, 

B. C. and t hat NIELSEN should be told to make a new request . 

|had no further InfWi-mafclnw ah he real gned at that 
time -co accept another position. I J said he 

-vaguely recalled NIELSEN h"*- ^ir» nnt-. tv>Mii conversation 

re remark attributed to | Stated such a call would have 

been logical, bflwever. kr ne nad received a complaint from 
Washington. Both l \ claim they do not 

recall ever being contacted by Senator DODD or anyone from 
his office except as noted above . 

- RUC - 
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Date. 



5* 1966 



mserviewea unaer oatn aw.Vw 
following background 





txts x omxshed the 
cer&ing himself* 



I* 



5S" 



He was first 
istration (SBA) in April 
Specialist . In August e 
where he coati 
leeemher,, 195$*# fee was mi 
fi, T r fc ~ f and in Movemfeer^ 1 

fonrjgsticut as Branch manager. In Hay of 1962, he resigned.; 
from 1SBA ana went to work for the Prudential Insurance Company 
of America at Newark, Hew Jersey, as a Senior Investment 
Analyst in the Commercial and Industrial £ean Bepartment. ,. 




1 Business Admin- ... 
k eity as * financial 
nsf erred to Syracuse, 
j. wvnm ml Special! at. in 
Loan 'f I at Washington, 
he was transferred to Hartford, 



|w as interviewed concerning an SBA loan 
medsen ana Sone Company, Hartford, 



to John r ♦ nxtsxigvu aim fiwos uvtafrcuty, aart «t?xinet;i»j.«uv, 

in 1961, after which he furnished the following signed sworn 
statement r 



give the following voluntary statement toj 



"Newark, »V J. 

5/3/66 ; 

feeing duly sworat. 



and l&efcard Kelly, who have identified ShOmieiVes to m* — 
as fecial Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation . No 
tfejs&tfts Or promises have feeen made fee me to induce me to give 
this statement whleh I understand can fee used in a court of 

law. y . . • :•>■ . 'Y;H 



*X was feorn'r^ 



i presently re«ide at L 
ftV J., and i am employed as a 
the prudential Insurance Go. of 



"L at ;1faefflMn»nft . M. J ■ 




Investment Analyst fey 
St Newark, 8. 



On. 



5/3/66 



_at_ 



:,i Hew Jersey 



h y BSeHA^I II. gBESrl*} /Jsk -2- 



-File*. 



Hewark 58- 



.Date dictated. 



5/5/66 



This document contains neither r ecornmendotfbns nor conclusions of the FBI. 11 is the property of the FBlohd is loaned to yov< ogency; 
it end Its contents ore not to be distributed outside your agency. 



' I was the ^^B^^ 
Administration Office (S$A) at Haiftford, Qonn. frow Ifovember, 
i960, to May, 196a.. • • l ■■z^S^.: : J: : ;-. • . 

... \*X recall ths application for a loan to John P. 
JflelAen and Sens Co. in 19ol, which was processed by Carl Ellis, 
a financial specialist assigned to the SBA Office In Hartford. 
The application came to :me on approximately June 30* 1961, 
3ust "before I went on vacation, but after review I sent it 
Back to Ellis because of what I considered omissions. X do • 
not recall Ellis 1 reeemmondation nor do X specifically ^recall ' 
what these ©missions were, but I do recall feeling itealsen ..- 
did not have the ability to repay the loan based on their net 
income. ; \ ■ ' ■ ■ - y~ 

w It is my recollection that the loan had been approved 
when I returned from vacation, the loan was approved in 
wasbingtoni 8. c. • ;- ; >... ;s ' 

! ^During the weeks o£ August li and 21, 1961, I ' ■ 1 
was at a banking school in Wisconsin and upon my return I 
learned that the loan had ' been. -either closed or modif led.. 
It is possible the dosing took place later. At any rate, 
I felt the time between approval and closing was faster than 
normal. Ehe modification ■ . j ^ refer to was approval that pay* ; 
mente would not begin until about four months after disbursement 
rather than a normal one month period. I do not know who was 
responsible for the modification of repayment terms. 

"On a Friday late in January, 196a while Joseph 
Lihehan, a financial specialist, who was Chief of the Financial 
Assistance Section was in Syracuse, H. T. » I answered hisv 1 
telephone. The call was from a man who said he was calling ;> 
from Senator Bodd 1 s of flee in Washington, m, C . I recall his 
last naaa_k£gan. with aQ bat I cannot recall whether or not 
it was I i He wanted to know the status of the modif- : 

loot ion on the Kiel sen loan, but 1 told him I dldnH know 
anything about it , but would check it and Would bo in touch 
with him Honday. On itohds^ 1 spoke to Llnehan, told him about 
the call and mentioned X could find no record in file. He :. 
said hw bad 4ust talked to 'them' on the phone and that the 
modification request Was being sent In. Me did not explain 
who he moant by •them. 1 <;.'.. • I 



*£ate that morning a messenger came in with an : :. 
envelope for klnehan containing a request to defer payments : 
for several mora months, »* f T*»"*iy t.<«^ti> >pp«<ehfc th* 

request in to me.- I then ealitd in| I a loan 

examiner or financial specialist pf the Servicing Section, and 
told him that whatever way he decided 'you should he sure you 
are on solid grouad , ' This was the first time I was diametly 

involved in this loan, I made the above remarks td 

because of the call I had Intercepted from Senator ftedd's 
office indicating what I considered a premature interest in / 
the matter. 



| t old me he felt a current financial statement 
was needea rrom Kiel sen and decided to hold up the * i»ce.ue st 
until it was submitted. He also talked to people in Hartford 
which included Siel sen ' s bank and, X believe , a t inane e . 
company, to learn more about the operation of Hie! sen's ^ 



"Sometime later* date unrecalled > \ I did receive 

a copy of a financial statement ahd following this he recommended 
that the request be denied* that, is that no additional payments 
be deferred. .. I concurred in this and signed a letter denying 
the .request, / ; ■ ■ . . 

*A few days later which was sometime in April, I96S, 

I got a cal 1 from l ~~1 Chief of the financial 

Assistance division of SBA m Mew York City ■* He asked me 
'what is the matter wi th Burke doesn't he know enough to . 

he had heard that : 
loan sho uld 

ive been made in the first place. 1 As I recall, 

said he got a call from the General Counsel's office hr~ 
SBA in Washington, C. to the effect that Senator JSodd's 
office waff ' raising hell . ' I asked him if he wanted the 
file eh the matter and/-he said he did. 

n Ahoiifc.fch« «md of sy»ii r - 106g r t got a fc^leahone 
eall from ! w ho had been the Regional Director 
of £BA in yew York 01ty since August,. 1361 ■ . He instructed 
me to be in his office on Friday with! J We went to his 



•wnai; as tne mapper w n;n mince aoesn ■ r no x 
teeoe h is mouth shut* ' | | indicated he ha^ 

| | was 'spouting off i» HArtford that the 1 
ao"C nave been made in the first place. ' As I 



of fi^_on_E£iday which was about April 27, 1962 . at which 
time | [ Indicated he had been contacted by ] L 



tfee Administrator ef SBA at Washington, B.: @.* an a xna^ r" I 
was interested in the matter. At that time ] | denied ne 
had made the remark attribut*4 to hSri. ■ 



HK 58-546 



indicated that Kieisen should be told he 

could make a new request for a deferment of the payments . ; ; * 
I don't fcnow how this information was conveyed to Kieisen a* 
I resigned at that time to tajee jay present pesitlon with f 
Prudential. / • . •/ ; 

R Wi&h the exception of the eail X int«re«gted as 
referred to above, X had no contact with Senator ©odd or 
anyone froffi hi& office, to the best of : T^ovX^^^ ; 

/ *X have, road the above statement consisting of 
nine handwritten page*. - It i» true to the beat of my 
knowledge and beliefs X have initialed each p age and the " , 
corrections . 



gworn to and subscribed before me this 3rd day pt 
May, i960* at ijewark, H. J. '. ' ■ ' 



V1TMSSS: 



IXCHAB© W. KELLY, special Agent * FBI, Hewark, fl. J* 

Special Agent, FBI, Hewark> 



: *. -3V 5/3/66 : 

The last parag raph of the foip a going signed statement 



is in the handwriting of 



lis© stated that ItlKlSA^ as Chief of 

the 3Mn&h0iai AeSliStShc© Section Was eonsifierftfl t.hp f 1 vat . 
stage of review at SEA in Hartford and he, | I wag 

considered the second sta&e of review * Re advised that 
loans in an amount over flbo, 000. could not be approved or 



disapproved on the local level at that ti»e. 



also stated that a loan of this size 
could be' tiscj.ineu uv the Regional Office of SBA at Hew York, : 
as he recalls, but they could only bo approved in Washington, 
fc. 0 . He added that a split reeoiraaendafcien would go to 
Washington for final disposition. -He said farther that thir 
was not true with respect to a modification of loan payment 
terms as this cottld be approved or disapproved on the local 
level.' - . • •• ■■ ■ •' '-. ■". •. 



-5- 



r 



According to | h e has some reeolioetion 

that one of the .raasetuB he returned the original application 
to SUJS just prior to going On vaafcion was that there was' 
some matter about an outstanding mortgage that was not feeing 
properly taken care .Of by NIELSEN. 



3 

il< 



th respect to his reasons for leaving SBA, 
advised that following the advent of the new 



administration in Washington (in 1961 j there seemed to fee 
a growing pressure to get rid of him* He said he recalled 
"being offered other assignments which he considered neither 

? reactions nor demotions tout were actually lateral movement a. . 
Or exaaple, he was offered the position of Branch Hanager at 
fcubbeek, fexaSj out ha declined the transfer. At one point, 
however, he stated he was asked to take a cut in pay and 
stay ©n as an assistant to the new Branch Manager, hut he-, 
alse adv ised the Hew Y ork office of 3BA that he was Opposed 
to this. | I sald in view of the above he could see 

the "haftswraxxng on tne wall* and therefore began to look: ••• 
around fear other employment.; He said that the offer of 
employment, by the prudential Insurance Coiupany came through 
near the end of April, 1962, sad it was for that reason 
that he resigned, and that no one connected with 3BA had 
ever suggested that, he resign; ■'■ • 



.bo 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF 1NVESTIGA 



Dote. 



Hay 5* 1966 




1 Woodland Bsad* ghoyt 

m*t ^eps«£jfc *a* ii^^iew^ wider «*t& at whicfc time he 
«dVlseS'tfa&fc he was bom Segt:em33er ISj. 1897, at 
Springfield* Raasachysett^ and that he is presently 

"" as' a Ijo*©. liis-view 9h%e#r. by ^bhe First i$Bt.i#Ba;t 



Stat© Bank of New ^rsey* &*I0 B£oad Street* Jfewark, Kew / 

CHAPBi advised that he haa many years ©f government 
service and that from $j&pteiafoer,» 1955* to $f&v«aiber* 1962, he 
was the Chief, Financisl Assistance division, Saall Business 
AittiHiatratioaa Iteglonal Office, Hew York City, Hew Y#rk. 



3.96S. 



He retired f jpom g®vei*g&ei3t service dtirlng Houe&be^** 



CHAPIW, wh0 was iBterviesfed £omee:miBg the SEA 
loan to £ohn ^ieisen ..#aft Sons f ®®$m$r, Hartford, 
Connecticut, In 1961, advised that he vaguely recall* this 
loan and has acme recollection that he mae ©spaaed t© it for 
flsasaftial reasons, pointed oat, Hewev^r, ihftt he did tiot 
scan to iiaply that everyone who requested an 5M loan had a 
$6o£ credit rating because in truth and feet an applicant 
f&r a loan suet hare been turned d©wn by a bask before he 
aps&iee for an SBA lean. He said hi# meaery is not Tery 
eiear «& the Klelaen matter be.eats&e fes fas not closely 
associated with it, and that be cannot definitely stats 
whether he finally approved the lean er set. 

stated that to itee best of his reeolleetion, 
he wa« never contacted by SeBat©-r BOPB or any resKreeentative 
of his office regarding the Bieiaen loaa or any ^ther aatter. 
Me also said he dees aot reeall sakl&g a telephone call to 

©r aayone else in the Hartford office 



complaining a&our remarks allegedly made by 



When GHAPD? was advlfti 
said, ?I Sfhat 1# the matter with ] 
eiaough to keep his mouth shut, * and 



adviftad_that he had 

- doesn r t hie; know 
t ho indicated he 



On. 



by_ 



5/V66 



_at. 



Uewarlc, New Jersey 



SA RUSSELL &. JOItES (A) 
SA H1CHARP W. KEU»Y (A) 



/jsk -7- 



:File#_ 



Hewark 58-5^6 



.Date dictated. 



5/5/66 



-This document conjoins neither recommendations nor conclusions of .the f Bli It is the property of the FBI end is loaned ro.your agency; 
ft on6 its contents ore not to be dtelf lb U ted ouIjJde your agency. ■ . . 



had received . « eall f rom the General Counsel 1 a Of flee of SBA. 
In Washington, C C, to t he effe ct that Senator #§1^*0 office 
was "raising hell* because! [was "spouting off in Sartford 



thai the loan should hot have Deeti made in the first place, . 
he said he had . no recollection of the conversation . However, 
he said that if Jaa_had^l&een contacted by SSA in Washington 



and advised tha£~ 
undoubtedly would" 



had made such a reward 1.n aiiMlo. 
have 'made a telephone^ call. td| 



htt 



at Hartford and said something very much like that quosea. 
above* He also added that although he has no specific " 
recollection that he made the above remarks, he does not 
mean to imply that he did not make them. He point ed out 
that bOth he and the SBA lit Washington, IL_^_ttOUld view 

any such. remarks allegedly attributed to In a very 

unfavorable light .,. . .- ■■" ■ ■: 



bt" 
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FD-2p'3 (Re*. 5-1-59} 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



REPORTING OFFICE 

NEW HAVEN 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WASHINGTON FIELD 



TITLE OF CASE 



SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 




DATE 



5/6/66 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 



5/5/66 



REPORT MADE BY 



SA THURL STALNAKER 



typ :d by 



k: b 



CHARACTER OF CASE 





REFERENCE : 



Newark teletype to Bu reau. 5/4/66. 
New Haven report of 



J/4/66. 



- P - 



ADMINISTRATIVE: 

Separate reports are being submitted in connection with the 
several phases of investigation requested by the Department of 
Justice. This report is concerned only with the R. HENRY 
NIELSEN phase which encompasses NIELSEN f s loan with the SBA, 
NIELSEN furnishing automobiles for Senator DODD's personal use 
and the allegation that NIELSEN was a client of Senator DODD f s 
in connection with the renting of NIELSEN'S property by 
the Grand Union Company. 



be 

hlC 





APPROVED 



SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



COPIES MADE: 



- Bureau (58-6157) 
2 - Washington Field (58-095) 
1 - New York (58-1482) (info) 
1 - Newark (58-546) (info) 



3 - New Haven (58-134) . s> - e MAY 



Agency- 



Request Reed. 



Dissemination Record of Attached Report 



Date Fwd. 



How Fwd. 



By 




NH 58-134 



LEADS : 

NEW YORK AND NEWARK DIVISIONS (INFORMATION) 

Information copies furnished the above offices in view of 
possible further investigation to be conducted in those 
divisions and extra copies have been designated for New 
Haven for the same reason. 

NEW HAVEN 

At New Haven, Conn ecticut 

Will report results of other phases of this investigation,, 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JWTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: SA THURL STALNAKER 
Date: May <6, 1966 



Field Offiee File P. 
Title: 



58-134 
SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



Office: NEW HAVEN 



Bureau Ffl© it 58-6157 



Character: CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



Synopsis: 



R. HENRY NIELSEN, HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 



who is currently employed with Small 
Business Administration (SBA) 9 Hartford^ Comu, and 
in 1961 employed ...ms a Ida® "©xamiaey . ia that 



who was 

same agency at Hartford was interviewed 5/5/66 ahd 
furnished a sworn statement concerning his handling 
of loan application ma.de bv the SB A" to JOHN P. NIELSEN 
and SONS COMPANY in 1961 J [ stated that he approved, 

what SBA considers a routine request, made by letter 
from NIELSEN to the SBA which letter was dated 8/22/61. 
This request was to extend the date of repayments of 

'the principal of a loan to 4/1/62- instead of .'having them 
start thirty days after 8/31/61. He said that he had 
referred to him another letter written by NIELSEN on 
1/30/62 requesting deferment of repayments of principal 
oh that loan from 4/ 1/62 to 4/1/63. In connection with 
this latter request, | [ contacted NIELSEN and 

supposedly made the remark that the loan to NIELSEN. 

should not have been made in the first place. I 

could not recall making that statement but said 
he had been called to the Regional Office of the SBA 
in New York City concerning this alleged remark and that 
a i fitter of anal Qgy was sent to NIELSEN concerning the 
matter. I I said he recommended against the second 

reques t for delay of rep^y&ent of principal by NIELSEN. 

| | said he was not personally contactied by Senator 

DODD or by anyone acting on his behalf* He said no one 
in the SBA told him that Senator DODD or anyone acting 
for him had exh ibited an interest in this matter and 
that he J | should fe><t easreft&l In decisions pertaining 

to the loan. 



- p - 
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NH 58-134 
DETAILS : 

R. HENRY NIELSEN, HARTFORD, ^ mfCOGa^ 

"Hartford, Connecticut 
May 5, 1966 



"I ,| | being diily sworn, hereby make the following 



frpft and voluntar y statement, knowing THURL STALNAKER and 

| to be Special Agents of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation . I have been told by Special A gent I I 
that I do not have to make any statement and that anything 
I say must be voluntary and may be used in a court o f law 
or other judicial proceeding,, Special Agent l l has a Iso 

told me that I have a right to consult with an attorney 
before I make any statement . 

"In August, 1961, I was employed in the Small Business 
Administration Office in Hartford, Connecticut, as a Loan 
Examiner . 

"At that time there was; referred to me a matter pertaining 
to the loan application of the John P Q Nielsen and Sons 
Company , located in Hartford. A loan in the amount of 
$120,000 had been approved to the Nielsen Company on July 
13, 1961, and disbursement was to be made on August 31, 
1961 with payments to commence thirty days thereafter, 

'^NIELSEN by letter dated August 22, 1961, had requested that 
payments on the principal commence on April I, 1962 , instead 
of thirty days after August 31, 1961, as the new car 
models would be coming out and he could more readily make 
the payments in 1962. This request was considered routine 
in the operations of the Small Business Administration. 

"After reviewing the financial documents submitted by 
NIELSEN in connection with the application for the loan* 
I approved the request to defer payments on the principal 
to April 1, 1962 . It was understood NIELSEN would mak^ the 
interest payments as originally scheduled under the loan 
agreement. 



« 2 - 



\ 



NH 58-134 



"NIELSEN, by letter dated January 30 9 1962 9 requested 
that payments on the principal be deferred from April 
l f 1962, to April 1 ? 1963. This matter was referred 
to me for considerat ion in my capacity as Loan Examiner * 

I was the Branch Office Massage:? in 
Hartford at that time and he was the one who referred 
NIELSEN *s request to me, 

♦In connection with my investi gation on thi s request fl 
I contacted NIELSEN along with | ~|who was also 

a Loan Examiner* During this meeting with NIELSEN I 
was supposed to have made some statement to the effect 
the loan should newer hav© been approved las the first 
place . 2 ciid n*rt recall aver having ra&de s'uefr a statement, 
However 7 as a result of the accusation^ presumably made 
by NIELSEN to someone I do not know, 1 hart tn m ftp the 

Regional Office in gi±g wlltei 

discuss the matter with 



As a result of the confJEtreae®, K3SEIGER r^ote & letter to 
NIELSEN in ^hich &*-v~-£:taccj for my alleged s-^v'^Bseat. 

"With respect to NIELSEN 9 s request to eSefer payments on 
the principal to April 1, 1963 9 I recosnmended declination 
on the request and the request was de^Maed by 
Small Business Administer aiioa • A subsequent ^greeiment 
was reached whereby NIELSSH got am extension to make 
payments on the interest only from April 30 ^ J9S2 t to 
September 30 , 18^53, fc»*t J pnthiftg to dc wf.th **As 
extension o 

"I wish to state th&t during tfie entire time If had anything 
to do with the NIELSEN loan, I was not personally 
contacted by Senator THOMAS J g DODD or anyone acting on 
behalf of Senator DODD, No one in the Small Business 
Administration told me that Senator DODD or anyone on the 
latter 9 s behalf had exhibited an interest in the NIELSEN" 
loan and that I should be careful in my decisions pertaining 
to the loan* 

"I have read this statement consisting of this and three 
other pages and it is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge* 

■»/■/ 



3 
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n 3worn and subscribed before me on May 5 0 1966 9 at Hartford p 
Connecticut i 

Special Agent - Federal Bureau of investigation 

"Witness: THURL STALNAKER 

Special Agent - Federal Bureau of Investigation 1 '".. 



4* 
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Casper — 
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Felt 
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SullWan 

Tavel 
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R-62 

URGENT 5-9-66 4: 32 PM 

TQ DIRECTOR AND WASHINGTON FIELD 

FRoV DETROIT 092018 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, CO I, 00: WFO. 



RE NEW HAVEN AIRTEL, MAY 6, LAST. 

ONE SPECIAL AGENT ASSIGNED ON A FULL TIME BASIS. 

RECEIVED: l+:53 PM JGD 




- .... f^lH^ 



CC: WASHINGTON FIELD 



A SIMM. 3 1966 



If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau's cryptographic systems. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



RE 'ORTING OFFICE 



TIT -E OF CASE 



NEW HAVEN 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WASHINGTON FIELD 



SENATOR TBOMAS J. DODD 




5/7/66 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 



5/5 - 6/66 



REPORT MADE BY 



SA DON W. WALTERS 



TYPED BY 



bss 



CHARACTER OF CASE 



CONFLICT OF INTEREST 




1$ 



REFERENCE: Report of SA DON W* WALTERS, dated 5/4/66, at 
New Haven; 
New Haven airtel to Bureau, 5/6/66. 

- P - 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

This report contains information relating to the Dunbar 
Transfer Company, Newington, Connecticut. Separate reports 
are being submitted in this case in connection with the 
several phases of investigation requested by the Department 
of Justice. 





On 5/5/66 



Vice President, Roger Sherman 



Riggi ng Company, Bloomfield, Connecticut, confidentially adviB^L 
that | resides in Springfield, Massachu- 



setts, Where h6 ±S ehtjiloyed By USAC Transport Company. 




NH 58-134 



ENCLOSURES : 

TO WASHINGTON FIELD ; 

Enclosed for the Washington Field are three (3) 
Registration Certificates, No. 917255, and one Supplemental 
to Registration Certificate No. 917255, for automobiles 
owned by the Dunbar Associates, Inc., Newington, Connecticut, 
bearing marker number "U.S. SENATE 1". • . ;;S . 

LEADS: ,> . ■: '.w':/r 

NEW YORK : 

One copy is furnished New York as that Division may be 
requested to conduct further investigation in the Jhstant 
case. 

NEW HAVEN : 

At New Haven; Connecticut . ':■ .'i w - • 

Will report investigation being conducted in other 
phases of ; the investigation. /C3 

... * . . ■ *; . - 

. ■ o-' r- rr' :, '--',r r-yv^ 1 .vv.-:---- ■ ■ ----- • 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy lo: 

Report of: SA DON W. WALTERS Office: NEW HAVEN 

Date! May 7, 1966 

Field Office File #: 58-134 Bureau File tt 58-6157 

Title: SENATOR THOMAS J, DODD 



Character: CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



Synopsis: 



DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY, NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT 



Department of Motor Vehicles, State of Connecticut, made 
available copies of Registration Certificates for automobiles 
registered to Dun bar Associates, Inc., iss ued marker number 
"U # So SENATE l f \ I I advised he was 

Chief of Engineering Operations, CANEL, fo r Pratt and Whit ney, 



at time site dismantled. At the reques t o^ "1 AEC 

Un- 



official, CANEL, he furnished | [ list ox companies c< 

sidered capable of dismantling the site, which included Dunbar 
Transfer Company and Roger Sherman Rigging Company 0 



- P - 
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NH 58-134 
DETAILS: 



DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY, NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT 



On May 6, 1966 J 

West Springfield, Massachusetts, advised Special 
WALTERS and FRED A. COOTS that her husband, 



Jr*, is employed by USCA Transport Company as a travelling 
representative. He was recently transferred from Springfield; 
Massachusetts, to the home of f ice of the company, 25200 West 
Six Mile Road. D etroit . Michigan « His inmediate supervisor is 



She advised her t husband is residing with his brother , 
| | telephoneTTOT 

I 1 She S tat fed tft&t She doefl hot expect her husband 

back to Springfield, Massachusetts, prior to the veeKfehd of! 
May 30th; V:' -, 



2/ 



FO-302 (R«v/^^l5-64) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



motor vemcies, state of Connecticut, •ethersfield, 
Connecticut, furnished copies of the felt owing material 
jrelnting t® nutejBebifces ^registered to BtmbAr Associates, 
ffcC, Assigned Hfcisfeer a&aber *^,S. IW^S 



lv Jtog*at**ti<m ®art£f ieate Sl72eS, dated 
Vi* » **** ■■■ ..w-;- ■■ -* •••••••• -r* 



DO 

'-•b7c 



2. 
3. 



**ve»oer 13, 1^4. 



- %© Registrattioa 
&1?255, dated -Ifefcjr INS* 



3|o. *lt*S^3 f 4**f4 



.-r ' • - u—* 



4. . Registration $b»«A2 teste No . 917255, ; 
; Beeember 2, ■ " ■ 



On. 



4/28/6$ Qt Wetheraf lei d, Connecticut F , Wg 58-134 



by- 



SA 



3. 



.Dale dictated. 



S/5/6& 



This document 
II ond Us contents 



contains neither r e com m end a lions ^ rib r conclusloris of the F.B.I..JI <* 
re are'nol lo be distributed: outside your ogency.,,'; v ? ' . ~. " ' ; 



the. properly of the F Q t and i* Ip'a ned to^yqui' agency 



ft>-3,02(R«*. 4-I5-44) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Date. 



toy 7, 196$ 



Chief ©f Jkeili.tiesy tillgees 

*AbsTat©riea» mm afttagj coj ^ ti^t f »>s 

following ifff*r»atiott: 



Sn <&tly, - . 1965, . he was" employed fcy^tfntt and . Whitney jisCGfelei ' ' • 
of Sigi^eerlne %*sr»*t«B» *| the Connecticut Advanced Hucleajr 
lacperiaeatal fcaboretery hiddletown, Connecticut! About ' 

this tiM ^f m» advised th*t w*s to be dismantled and 

weald no longer fee operated by :**d, Whitney. Be was advised 

by his w$&b^ ^im$ : 1&*m[i* ^pe^ate f ally with AfiC 
•0ffie|di,l* ; ,*3a the "~ 




He recalled that <'£f»^$M< Wtt£*y-' 

*i# e^icUt* *»df aaiiced! #a^tf and yhit^-.^i^ '.«MM^^ : . . 
h f*«Kagi*f seme of : the e^&pmen*i^i -was, t© ft*-, moved from :*m* ' 
d*»a» Mtm.: Pratt and Whitney d>$Uadd\ issSoach as they »er« ' 
ne longer acting as f>rim« Gontraetors in the operation of the 
site and wanted to have ail $h*h*fc and Whitney employees off - 
the si$S. as- a*©©* . as-- possible. 



v b7C 



was subsequently approached 



2* list ©f cehtraetijt® 
Uing the dismant- 
♦ list but did 



at CA3JEL, and ashed to farnlskf 
ceapanies that he considered c apable of 
ling operation ♦ ®e did fsTttiat T" 

net retain ■ any copies for ■ his f ileS aad ? therefore, cannot 
recall hew maay firms appeared on the fist* it is e^t^hM 
that' the .fcahbax trams* er Company and the Jteger Sherman pigging 
Company appeared on the list as both had done work for 



sad Whitney in connection with setting up the 
both were considered capable and were local companies readily 
available to handle the job* He was not asked to sake any 
recoaaendation favoring either of these two firms and made no 



Be advised that he had no knowledge that 08s was ever considered 
te supervise the discantling of (^fiL and always assumed that 
s£C was in charge of the project. -.- 



m stated that J&uabar transfer eempaay had done more work for 
Pratt and Whitney at <!AHEk than had Woger Sherman sagging Company 
as jamjar had asaally been the lower bidder f or the ^oh; ; ■ ■ 



On s/a/gs 



by- 



it last ssrtf i 



SA mm A* €09*8 and 

sA wm i. «te*«s/bss 



staoaiFiie # WH 58-134 

4.* Dhte di f fn'«H 5/6/66 



JhU document contOtrv* ositKdr -'rscbmms'ri 
ti ond Its contend ord noYto be distributed 



ns'riddtioris .oor cdndysloni o( th«, .F8l. lt is .the propeMy oriKe FBI at\d is loaned lo yodc o§eocy; 
O* outside your qgen<y> . "- '. • *" . j; * .* . '' i • 



To I son ■ 



DeLogch , 

Mohr 

Wick 

Ccsper _ 
Callohon 
Conrod — 

Felt 

Gale „. 



Rosen . , _ — 
S-jlJivan . — Jfcw. 

T<iv*t Ail 

Trotior 



PLAINTEXT 



TELETYPE 



5/10/66 
URGENT 

1 - Frankenfield 



TO SACs, BOSTON (58-319) 
DETROIT 

NEW HAVEN (58-1314) 
NEW YORK (58-1482) 

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (58-6157) 

o 

SENATOR THOMAS jr. DODP, COI, 00: WFO 

BS, DE, NH AND NY MOST COMPLETE ALL INVESTIGATION 

THIS CASE AND SUBMIT REPORTS BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS 

MAY ELEVEN NEXT. 

MAIL COPY SENT WFO. 



(58-998) (Inf or»at ion) 



tifr i DISSS 



l is MAY 11 196$ 



WAF:ba 



(4) 



Tele. Room . 
Holmes 



MAIL ROOM L 



TELETYPE UNIT 




— SUREAl' OF KVESnsVTKaf 

s, mmma of justice 

mwvmm section v1 

MAY 1 0 1966 





J 





MAY 1 0 1966 ^ 



FBI WASH DC 



TBLBTYPU 



247 PM URGENT 5-10-66 RCH 

TO BOSTON (58-319), DETROIT, NEW HAVEN (58-134), AND NEW YORK (! 
FROM DIRECTOR (58-6157) IP 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, COI, 00: WFO 

BOSTON, DETROIT, NEW HAVEN, AND NEW YORK MOST COMPLETE ALL 
INVESTIGATION THIS CASE AND SUBMIT REPORTS BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS 
MAY ELEVEN NEXT. 

MAIL COPY SENT WFO, 



•END 

BS...PES 

FBI BOSTON 

NH...LH 

FBI NEW HAVEN 

DE,..EMC 

FBI DETROIT 

TU DISC 



¥ 

NY-05 /538PM URGENT 5-10-66 DLH 

TO BOSTON (58-319), DETROIT, NEW HAVEN (58-134), AND NEW YORK (58-1482) 
FROM DIRECTOR (58-6157) IP 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, CO I, 00: WFO 

BS, DE, NH AND NY MUST COMPLETE ALL INVESTIGATION 
THIS CASE AND SUBMIT REPORTS BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS 
MAY ELEVEN NEXT. 

MAIL COPY SENT WFO. 

END 

NY... HOLD JLW 
FBI NEW YORK 



26 3 J 



9-17-65) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



-bo ~ 

b7C 



REPORTING OFFICE 

COLUMBIA 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WFO 



TITLE 



OF CASE 



SENATOR THOMAS JKDODD 




DATE 



5/9/66 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

5/5 - 6/66 



REPORT MADE BY 



TYPED BY 

ecm 



CHARACTER OF CASE 



COI 



REFERENCES 



Jacksonville teletype to Bureau, 5/5/66 
Columbia teletype to Bureau, 5/6/66. . 

-RUC- 



ADMINISTRATIVE DATA 

Rear Admiral (Ret.) WILLIAM ALDEN BROCKETT was 
advised at time of interview that this investigation was 
being conducted at the specific request of the Attorney 
General. 

Reference is made to Jacksonville teletype to Bureau 
dated 5/5/66 wherein they advised that appropriate background f r , 
material being forwarded to Savannah Office by Bureau Agent 
inasmuch as no other transportation was available. While 
Columbia Agents were picking up material BROCKETT telephonically 




Case haa been: Pending ove 




Yes 1 I No; Pending prosecution over six months | | Yes | | No 



APPROVES 



SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



COPIES MADE: 



Qj- Bureau (5646157) 
3 - WFO (58^56) 
1 - Columbia (58-4) 




t> MAY 19 1966T 



DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 



X, MAY 11 1966 



SI-114 



n 



CO- 58-4 



contacted the Savannah Office and advised 'that 'he was touring 
the Savannah, 6a* , area and would appear at the Savannah Office 
for interview. As this appeared "to be the most logical place 
for an interview, the Columbia Agents made arrangements to 
conduct the interview at the Savannah Office of the/FBI, 

'■/'■■■ After interview BROCKET! .advised that he has no; '/ 
scheduled itinerary; however, he can be contacted through .; 
Captain' RICHARDS TV MILLER, Commanding Officer and -Director v 
U. S. Navy Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City, Fla • He. will 
return to Glenn Cove, Long Island, N. Y; , on 6/1/66.. , • 

• It is noted that three copies of instant report are 
being designated for WFO inasmuch as they may be required 
to disseminate to USA at a later date. 
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RlTED STATES DEPARTMENT (^JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: . 

Dote: May 9, 1966 



Office: COLUMBIA 



Field Office File #: 58-4 Bureau File #: 58-6157 

Title: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 

Character: CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

Synopsis: .Rear Adm. (Ret.) WILLIAM ALDEN BROCKETT interviewed 

by BuAgents and furnished sworn, signed statement concerning 
his one and only conversation with Senator DODD re Mite Corp. 
BROCKETT advised in statement he had no feelings whatsoever 
of any application of pressure by Senator DODD, nor did he 
consider anything improper or unusual about Senator DODD f s 
inquiry in connection with Mite Corp. 

-RUC- 

DETAILS AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 



// 

On May 5, 1966 , Rear Admiral (Ret.) JAMB&^ARMN , 
Jacksonville, advised that he received a telephone ^call from 
Rear Admiral (Ret.) W. A. BROCKETT who advised that he was 
staying at the William Hilton Hotel, Hilton Head Island, S. C, 
and would be leaving South Carolina on May 7, 1966. 

On May 6, 1966, Rear Admiral (Ret.) WILLIAM ALDEN 
BROCKETT telephonically contacted the FBI Office in Savannah, 
Ga., and advised that he had received information to the effect 
that the FBI wanted to interview him. He stated that he had 
checked out of the William Hilton Hotel on Hilton Head Island 
and was touring the Savannah area. BROCKETT stated that he would 
appear at the Savannah FBI Office for interview that date inasmuch 
as he planned to continue to Jacksonville, Fla., later the same 
day. 
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This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Dote Hay 



Rear Admiral (Ret. > WILLIAM AM^^TO^^ : yol^tagily- 
appeared a*- the Savannah Office of tfee Federal Surea^ of 
Ime&1&&&i*m t at wM«h time fee was .&mis*& mf ih* idemtitlS* 
ef thm/vS»terViewiag Agents aba tlae -mafatmm a* *w *m**iw*¥wV: =« 
BROCK^IJ' was then placed wader math fry SA | H 
after tafeieh fee faraished the fallowing swem, signed stateaentr 
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''I, William Alden Broekett, feeing daly sworn, 
hereby - make the fmllewime frefe ami ttglMlra «***« T 

meat to| 

who have identified themselves to me as Special 
Agents ef the Federal Bureau ef Investigation, t 
realise taat the information in this statement 
later be mama in a matte* mf law* 



rt I am a retired Rear Admiral mf the United States c ?■ 
myy and will be aeaepting employment as president of 
wehh Institute of Haval Architecture, leeated at Glen 
Gove, Umg I elans, Hew York. 1 retired £r*m the 
United Stater Wavy en YeSlrmary 1 , l£si . X was Chief 
mf the ittream of Ships, Bepartmemt :■*£ Uayy, Washington, 
B» .C« , from April 2% , lim , mmtil my retirement ma 
FeTEpmary 1, 1SSS* 

'"'In mmnmnetiem with my official dwties as Chief 
mf the fmream mf Ships, % weald review annually tarn 
proearewemt plans mf all lime items and, npem adviea 
of my staff , I weald make a dmmimiea am te whether 

met the particular items weald he purchased ma 
am advertised eewpetitiye masis; fey the twe-atep 
preemremeat system or, in a few limited eases, 
sowree. 



n t am sure I reviewed the procurement plan for 
the teletypewriter daring the mermal course of 
ausines* and t did know that the Mite Corporation 
was one .mf our sledtrmnid suppliers. Baring the 
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Savannah, (5a. 
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course of business. Captain George C, Walls, Director 
of Contract Division , Bureau of Ships * mentioned to 
me that the procurement of the teletypewriter in- 
volving the Mite Corporation was in some difficulty* 
I could have learned about this difficulty in two 
ways, either I received a call and asked Captain 
Wells the background, or Captain Weiis could have 
mentioned the matter to me: during the normal course 
of business. To the best 6f my recollection , this 
matter came up about two years ago , exact date I 
cannot recall. 

"Again^ I cannot recall the exact times; however, 
sometime in 196H I received a telephone call from 
Senator Thomas J. Dodd's office, and the individual 
telephoning mentioned that the Senator was interested 
in the Mite case, and also asked if I could talk with 
the Senator, I believe there was no specific time 
and the appointment would more or less be at my 
convenience. 

1f A day or so later, I went to Senator Dodd T s 
office, which is located in one of the Senate office 
buildings, Washington, D. C. When I arrived, I was ■; 
met by Senator Dodd and a member of his staff, whose 
name I do not remember. I do not recall whether or 
not this individual was present in the room when 
Senator Dodd and I talked concerning the Mite 
Corporation, 

!, At this time Senator Dodd advised me that he 
had received a complaint from a constituent that 
the Bureau of Ships was possibly not being fair 
in its dealings with this constituent. He identi- 
fied the Mite Corporation in New Haven , Connecticut * 
as being the constituent that complained to him. 
Being advised of this, I then explained to Senator 
Dodd the general procurement philosophy of the 
Bureau of Ships, and I assured him that the Mite 
Corporation, and. any other organisation, would be 
dealt with fairly, i probably talked with Senator 
Dodd for approximately 15 or 20 minutes concerning 
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the policy of tile Bureau of Ships in regard to 
procurement and the continuing push toward competi- 
tive procurement ♦ I then told him that * where yer 
possible, awards- were made to the lowest responsible 
and responsive bidder, I believe that we may have 
discussed the small business set-aside policy , in ': 
general* If this policy was discussed, I would 
have explained to Senator Dodd that the small 
business competitor must be no, higher than 120% 
of the lowest responsible bid priced in order to , 
be considered at all, , and then must be prepared 
to meet the lowest price. 

"I told Senator .Dodd that Mite Corporation. 
certainly was familiar with the invitation for bid 
for this particular procurement, meaning the tele- 
typewriter . Generally , the corporation involved 
would know more about the invitation for bid than ■ 
1 would 

11 1 specifically remember that the ervtire con- 
versation with Senator Dodd was cordial, and I 
had no feelings whatsoever of any application of 
pressure by Senator Dodd, Senator Dodd seemed to 
understand the policies and appeared to be satisfied. 

"Because of the time lapse, I cannot report my 
conversation with Senator Dodd in accurate detail* 
Consequently, in the reconstruction of the conversa- 
tion, I have relied on my established personal 
policy in discussions of this nature with members 
of the Congress, generally- Wherever possible, 
matters of policies were discussed and details of = 
any particular procurement were avoided. 

"Based on almost three years of continuing 
contact with members of Congress, I did not then, 
and do not now, consider anything improper or 
unusual about Senator Dodd's inquiry* 

"The conversation outlined above was the only 
contact I personally had with Senator Dodd or his 
office in connection witfi the Mite Corporation. 

; /s/ n William Alden Brockett 



CO 



be . 
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"Sworn to and subscribed before me on May 6 , 
1966. at Savannah, Georgia. 



7s/ 



Special Agent, FBI 



"Witness : 



/s/ 



Special Agent, FBI" ; 



In addition to the foregoing statement , BROC^ETT . . 
further advised that he does not maintain any notes. or 
memoranda concerning conversations with members of Congress 
and he did not maintain any notes in regard to his conversation 
with Senator DODD. 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
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Frankenf ield 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
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- Mr. 


Wick 



Trotter . 



Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



Marvin Watson, Special Assistant to the President, 
called me late Friday afternoon (5/6/66) with reference to 
the source of certainjrocuments used by our Agents during 
interviews with Jack^valenti, Special Assistant tp the 
President, and Deputy Secretary of Defense Cyrus R. 
on 5/5/66 in the Dodd. case. 

Watson said Valenti and Vance, in reviewing the 
documents to refresh their memories during the interviews 
by our Agents, thought these items may have been White 
House copies* As a result, the White House was concerned 
that there may be a "leak" at the White House and that 
these documents might have been given to the Bureau by 
Drew Pearson and Jack N. Anderson. 

The interviews with Valenti and Vance (with 
Bureau approval) were conducted by our Washington Field 
Office (WFO) on 5/5/66 and . related to allegations that 
Senator Dodd assisted t he^j^^e Coyporat ion , New Hay ea fc 
Connecticut, in its efforts to sell teleprinters to the 
armed services and received between $2,000 and $3,000 in 
cash for this assistance. Material made available to us 
by Anderson (which was obtained from Dodd f s files) contained 
a copy of a letter dated 2/25/65 which Dodd sent to Valenti 
setting forth reasons why Mite Corporation should be the 
sole source of supply for the teleprinters* No copies of 
White House correspondence were furnished by Anderson. 

In checking with WFO, it was learned that the 
only correspondence from the White House found in this in- 
vestigation were copies of three documents located by our 
Agents while reviewing Department of Navy contract files 
at Marine Corps Headquarters, as follows: £^T^/^^ 

p . , V a MAY 12 1966 f 

58-6157 CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Tolson 
RE: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



/ (1) A memorandum dated 7/29/65 from Joseph A . , 

fCalifano, Jr., at the White House to Secretary Vance 
enclosing a letter from Senator Dodd to the President 
dated 7/28/65, Vance was requested to have a draft response 
to Dodd prepared for the Presidents signature as well as 
a status report analyzing the Mite Corporation matter, 

(2) Dodd's 7/28/65 letter to the President 
asked the President to urge the Secretary of Defense to 
look into the Mite Corporation situation, 

(3) A copy of a letter dated 8/9/65 which 
Valenti sent to Dodd in reply to Dodd's letter to the 
President, This letter indicates that the contracts for pur- 
chase of the teleprinters were being considered by the 
Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals for final resolu- 
tion. 

We sent letters to the Attorney General and Watson 
on 5/5/66, advising them that Valenti would be interviewed 
with respect to his knowledge of this matter. 




ACTION: 




After determining the source of these documents, 
I told Watson that our Agents obtained copies of Dodd's 
letter to the President, Calif ano's memorandum to Vance, 
and Valenti 1 s letter to Dodd from Navy contract files at 

Marine Corps ^^^^^j^ i >C^^vf ^ ^tM^ J^ 01 ^ ^ nderson< 
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• Mr. Tolson. — 
I Mr. DeLoach-. 
(Mr. Mohr__— . 



Mr. Wick 

l! Mr. Caapsr 



Via 



Transmit the following in 
TELETYPE 



FBI 

Date: 5/10/66 
PLAINTEXT 



I Mr. Cslbhan... 
?j Mr. Conrad — 
I Mr. FAt 



Gals. 




(Type in plaintext or code) 

URGENT 



(Priority) 



S Mr, Rosen/S 

Mr. m\\ 
' Mr. Tav[ 

Mv. .-otter. 

Tele, Room— . 

Miss Holmes. 

Miss Gandy- 




/A 



N ADVISED IN SUMMER, NINETEEN SIXTYFOUR, HE LEARNED SENATOR DODD WAS 



m: 

FROM: 



TOR, FBI (58-6157), AND SAC, NEW HAVEN (581. ,1 W 



SAC, WFO (58-995) 

O 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD • CO I; 00: WFO. 

RE REPORT SA WILLIAM F. GLOSSA, WDC, APRIL SIX LAST. 

, FORMER ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT TO DODD, 




too 
to7C 



,'JSING AUTO PROVIDED BY DUNBAR TRANSFER COMPANY. 



UNDERSTOOD 



X>DD TO PICK UP AUTO FROM DUNBAR, 



3LDSM0BILE BUT SENATOR DODD THOUGHT IT WAS TOO GAWDY AND HAD| 
SXCHANGE FOR BLACK FOUR-DOOR STARFIRE OLDSMOBILE. 
NEW HAVEN INTERVIEW 



FORMER EMPLOYEE OF DODD, HAD BEEN INSTRUCTED BY 

'7/ 



OBTAINED WHITE 



SAST HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT RE DUNBAR MATTER. SUREP PROMPTLY. 



P. 



0» 



(_ ^-Bureau 
J-Teletype Unit 
.-WFO 

jBC:CMS 
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MAY 



l\ 1966 
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M •> B Mices. 
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SENATOR THOMAS J# DODDj CONFLICT OF INTEREST • 




RE DETROIT TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY TEN, LAST. 

OWNER, EVEN DALE MOTEL, ONE ZERO 



ON THI S DATE 



ONE SIX FIVE READING ROAD, EVEN DALE, OHIO, ADVISED FROM RECORD 

.-V 

TWO EIGHT SIX TWO TWO KAUFMAN, DETROIT, MICHIGAN, 



CHECKED IN LATE MAY TEN, LAST. CHECKED OUT EARLY THIS AM SUPPOSEDLY 



TO MEET ANOTHER USAC REPRESENTATIVE* GREATER CINCINNATI AIRPORT. 



7 



NO INFORMATION 
FOR 



RETURNING INSTANT MOTEL* ARRANGEMENTS MADE 
TO CONTACT CINCINNATI. FBI IN EVENT HE RETURNS MOTEL. 

AT HIS EMPLOYMENT OR HIS 



DETROIT CONSIDER RECONTACTING 
ROSE WELL, .MICHIGAN HOME ADDRESS. 
EEND 



WASH...GALT 
FBI WASH DC* 
DE...MIS 
FBI; DETROIT 
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URGENT 



{ Priority) 



*Kr. Toko* 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Wick 



Mr. Casper.._ 
Mr. Callahan.. 
Mr. ConraU.,., 
Mr. Felt.. 
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Mr/ Rosen.; 
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TO; 
FROM: 



URECTGR, FBI (58-6157) AND SAC, NEW HAVEN (58-134) 
SAC, WFO (58-995) 
SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD. BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST. 



00 WFO. 

RE WFO TELETYPE APRIL TWENTYSIX LAST. 

FORMER SECRETARY TO SENATOR 



bo 
b7C 



DODD, ADVISED SHE KNEW FROM CONVERSATIONS WITH 



AND HENRY NEILSON THAT SENATOR DODD HELPED NEILSON 
OBTAIN A SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION LOAN. 
IN SIXTYTWO, 



WEST HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT, AND EMPLOYED AS ASSISTANT 
TO THE EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT, F. H. MC GRAW COMPANY, 
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT. 



*' f 



INTERVIEW 



REGARDING HIS KNOWLEDGE OF 'NEILSON 



AND HELP SENATOR DODD GAVE TOWARD SECURING SMALL BUSINESS 



ADMINISTRATION LOAN. 



(2-^ Bureau 
2- Teletype Unit 
1- WFO 

LE :pac :v ?' f'f hi'Oi :■ < ; >. 
45) 



REO 81 
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Approved 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



CONFLICT OF INTEREST 00:WF0 



RE NY TEL TO THE B UREAU ,^M AY TENTH LAST* 
INTERVIEW WITH" 



AEC, JNX,« REVEALS THAT 



AND PRIMARILY 



be 

b7c] 



, ALL OF AEC'S 



OFFICE OF ECONOMIC IMPACT AND CONVERSION, GERMANTOWN, MD., WERE AWARE 



OF SENATOR DODD'S INTEREST IN DUNBAR CONTRACT AT CANEL. 



or / / 
J/ 



IF NOT ALREADY DONE WFO WILL DETERMINE IF SENATOR DODD OR HIS STAFF 
MADE ANY CONTACTS TO THAT AEC OFFICE. 
RUC REPORT FOLLOWS TODAY. 



END 
WA..F0R..2 

WA EFH FOR NRS 11 AND 12 

FBI WASH DC 



REC- 104 
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OFFICE OF DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

May 6, 1966 

The attached anonymous letter was 
sent to the Bureau from Pawtu£ket, 
Ehode Island. „ 1 U 
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MR. MG>HR 
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MR. CALL AH AN 
)MR?. CONRAD 
MR. FELT 

Imr. GALE 

f MR. ROSEI 
„ MR. SULLI 
MR. TAVEL 





: MR. TROTTER 
MR. JONES 




May 3, 1966 



DIRECTOR OF FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION: 



2} 

r ." «3 

J? m 



I have been. reading recently in a daily newspaper of the exposing of 
an undesirable Senator of the United States in the person of Senato 
Of Connecticut and of how your department has been harassing the witnesse 
against Senator Dodd even to the extent of one of the witnesses losing hi 
employment. I have always thought the FBI was quite an organisation, 
after reading the tactics of your departmentoon innocent witnesses who 
thought it was there duty to expose this crooked Senator, I have my doubt 
as to the fairness of your department. I was under the impression that 
the FBI could not be controlled by a person such as Senator Dodd of Conn- 
ecticut. I was always to -understand that agencys such as yours went by 
the facts in pEDsicuition and not by who pulled the strings. The facts 
clearly state that Senator Dodd is in the wrong in many areas of suspicio 
and should be investigated by your department and not passed off as just 
another party that can't be reached. Because he can be reached by your 
department and also by the voters in his next election. There is always 
a chance that he is criminally involved because he is traveling across 
state lines in his dealings at all times. I don't understand why th§se 
witnesses that were being harrased and pressured did not bring a case ag 
st your department for downgrading of character even to the extent of on 
losing his employment. 



... L 

I for one spent 4 years in the dirty, filthy Pacific during W.W. II 
just so people in the government that are authorized would not be allowec 
to use police tacties. I personally think the FBI should investigate 
Senator Dodd to clear the department name as a fair investigation agency 
and not as a pressure agency agagnst innocent witnesses who are interest* 
in the progress of a great coimtry, and to be pprt of weeding out this t] 
of character being mentioned in the newspapers, Drew Pearson and Mr. Andej 
son definatly have the proflf of the under handedness of this state Senai 
so there should be no hesitation on the investigation of Senator Thomas 
Dodd. Because if these accusations are time and proven then he can be pej 
sicuted and voted out of office. The administration seems to be one of t| 
worst our nation has ever had in the history of the United States, and thl 
are always covering up one thing or another, and protecting people in higj 
office that shouldn't be protected. They have badly infringed upon our 
basic constitution rights such as Freedom of Speech . Power of the Press . 
Freedom of Travel , and also the much talked about (Freedom) Right to jaear 
arm s, arms being the necessity in all homes today for protection. I therJ 
fore say the FBI should investigate Senator Dodd in all areas of suspicion 
and an all charges and publicily an openly so the American people can see, 
if these charges are true. ~ S^zfc-^ / S^7^^ 

ZEN MFD TAXPAYER OF THEf UNITED ST10 
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SENATOR THOMAS J. DOOJ> 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
00: WFO 



to intem^^S^ authority 
Phillip tevlni phase? * ft connection with the 

General At^thiS'iS^t" ~ * r,mt * 1 to the Attorney 

Cozart l>JL» 0 L^5!! ady i? 1 *' y° u *>w«W interview Heed 
Levin* in ***4+*Zr s eirorts to obtain the pardon lor 

Of the foreroine action Z SLifl K Vpoa completion 
•alt. of thls^t^^^ajrth^fUe^^ K^hT 
the Bureau can «ake a deter»ination whelitr or S I**£St 
be necessary to contact th» , aot ** wiil 

whether thia sheulS STdaaS n!™*?!?! 0 ® 11 *'? 1 if *°* 

should be expedited. Personally or by letter. This 
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DIRECTOR , FBI ( 58 -6 1 57 ) 
SAC, WFO (58-995) (P) 

0 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
CONFLICT OF '. INTEREST 
00 ;WFO 

BUDED: 5/13/66. 



ReWFOairtelto Director, 4/26/66 and Butel 4/26/66. 



PHILLIF/ES^INE 



Set forth herein is a new request by the Criminal 
Division for investigation, of the PHILLIP LEVINS matter.. 
In order to keep the various phases of this investigation 
nroperly segregated, all communications concerning this 
phase should be captioned "PHILLIP LEVINE". JEhis^^ 
should be set forth in synopsis and first P a *t^ h JPW 
details of all reports . -,3^** 




I 



Enclosed herewith to Boston and New Haven are 
th, foXlowlng doc^nts: ; . 



2-Boston (ENC. $) (AMSD) 

2- New Haven (ENC. '4) (AMSD)" 

3 - UFO 

LBC;msh — — — 




Appro 



(10) 
&IRTEL 



Sent 



.M 



Per 



bpecial Agent in Charge 
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WO 56-995 



1. Copy of Buairtel 4/29/66. 

2. Copy Of Criminal Division's memorandum dated 4/27/66 

3. Copies of all pertinent correspondence concerning 
the PHILLIP LEVINE matter which appear in file 
"Q. DODD'S GIFT SHOP". These copies were 
obtained from JACK N . ANDERSON and reportedly 
represent documents taken from Senator DODD's 
Office. 

4. Copy of DREW PEARSON and JACK ANDERSON 1 s 
article dated 4/22/66. 



The following is a brief summary concerning the 
■"PHILLIP LEVINE" matter. - : 

Senator DODD submitted a Petition for Pardon After 
Completiojjof Sentence for PHILLIP LEVINE, Newton, Massachusetts, 
to Mr. REEO TCSZART. Pardon Attorney, Department of Justice, 
by letter dated 67lO/6"4;"Senator DODD advised COZART he 
would personally appreciate all consideration extended to 
LEVINE' s petition. . ; . .. 



Correspondence discloses SYDNEY jSYMgN . one of DODD' s 
constituents, brought the LEVINE matter to DODD's attention 
about May, 1964.. SYMON requested DODD intercede for SYMON's 
old friend LEVINE and help him secure a pardon. LEVINE 
had served one year and a day in federal prison for income 
tax evasion. . . 



.0) 



A memorandum to DODD from 
then a m ember of DODD 1 s staf f } , dated 1/15/65, stated 

believed this would be a good time for the Senator 
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WFO 58-995 



to personally contact Acting Attorney General NICHOLAS deB. 
KATZENBACK so he would know of DODDVs personal : inter««t in 
the case* The meS^ramdum said SYMON would be most grateful 
if pardon was forthcoming for LEVINE* By letter ■'■dated" 2/5/ 65 f 
DODD advised Attorney General KATZENBACH' : that fcSe LEVSNE 
petition had been filed l^tst year and that DODD felt the 
Pardon Attorney had available to him information which . • 
DODD believed made the LEVINE case worthy of favorable 
consideration. 



A memorandum dated 5/12/65, to the files from 



[ref lects he had talked with REED r/ygAKT'g Secretiary 

regarding the LEVIKE case and she advised | [ since his 

last call "the case had been pul led out o f the pile" and 



was being considered by COZART. j | said he expressed 



the Senator's interest in an early and favorable decision* 



DREW PEARSON and ( JACK ANDERSON 1 s column of April 22, 
1966, stated as follows: 



" Wall -to -Wall Carpeting-- - 
This rich blue carpeting" in Dodd* 3 country 
place at North Stonington, Conn* , came from New 
London furniture dealer Syd Symon • Dodd has 
boasted to aides that the carpeting cost him 
nothing* He arranged a presidential pardon at 
Symon 1 s request for the latter^ friend, Philip 
Levine, convicted of income tax evasion. 

"Symon, when queried. by this column, insisted 
that Dodd had paid the wholesale price for the 
carpeting ♦ Asked how the payment was made , Symon 
replied "by personal check/ 1 Itfhen Symon was told 
there was no record. in Dodd's accounting of a check 
to Symon, he shouted , f \It 1 s none of your G— — 
d-~-- business! r and hung up the phone," 
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In view of Senator DODD's possible contact with 
Attorney General KATZENBACH, it is requested Bureau approval 
be given for the interview of the Attorney General, 

Bureau instructions are as follows: 

The Bureau desires that a. complete special be set up 
in WFO and auxiliary of f ices *ith the assignment of as many 
Special Agents as feasible and practicable in order that this 
investigation can be completed at the very earliest possible , 
date. Personnel assigned to this special should be mature 
and experienced, A most thorough and searching inquiry is to 
be made into each phase of the investigation 1 outlined in the 
Criminal Division's memorandum so that every possible avenue 
is completely covered. You are to go all out and insure 
that upon completion, there will be absolutely no unreasonable 
points or areas needing clarification, 

■ 

Leads to auxiliary offices must be set out by the 
most expeditious means and all administrative instructions 
contained herein for the handling of this case are to be 
furnished each office. All auxiliary offices are to 
sutel the Bureau with advice as to the number of Special 
Agents assigned on a full-time basis to this investigation. 

There is to be no discussion of this matter^with 
the Office of the U. S, Attorney and copies of reports are* not 
to be furnished to the U. S. Attorney at this time. 

The Bureau cannot stress too strongly the needffor 
conducting a most thorough investigation as expeditiously, as 
possible. All significant developments are to be brought 
to the Bureau's attention on a current basis by appropriate . 
communications , 
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Sworn signed statements are to be obtained from 
each such source, where possible, with regard to each phase 
of this investigation/ No material should be incorporated 
in the statement which pertains to any other phase of this 
investigation. 

All persons interviewed are to be advised that this 
investigation is being conducted at the specific request of 
the Attorney General* : . . - 

LEADS ' - 

BOSTON 

AT NEWTON ,. MASSACHUSETTS , Will interview PHILLIP 
LEVINE, ,421 Waver ly Avenue, Newton, Massachusetts, concerning 
the activities of SYDNEY SYMDN and/Senator DODD in obtaining 
LEVINE a Pardon After Completion of Sentence. Will determine 
whether he has. any knowledge that SYDNEY SYMDN gave Senator 
DODD free wall-to-wall carpeting for his North Stonington, 
Connecticut home, br any. other gift with regard to this 
matter. 

AT SUNCOCK , NEW. HAMPSHIRE Will interview ] 

~| Special Assistant to U;- Sv Senator COTTON of New 
Hampshire, who resides RFD #1, Buck Station, Suncock, New - 
Hampshire, concerning his full knowledge of the obtaining 
of a Pardon After Completion of Sentence for PHILLIP LEVINE " 
of Newton, Massachusetts. Will ascertain whether he has 
any knowledge that. SYDNEY SYMDN gave Senator DODD free 
wall-to-wall carpeting for his North Stonington, 
Connecticut, home, or any other gift with regard to this 
matter. = \ - 



NEW HAVEN 
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AT NEK LONDON, CONNECTICUT. >;ill interview SYDNEY 
SYMON, 37 Guthrie Place* New London, Connecticut, concerning 
his efforts to assist PHILLIP LEVINS in obtaining a 
Pardon After Completion of Sentence* Will determine whether 
SYMON gave Senator DODD free wall-to-wall carpeting for 
his North Stonington, Connecticut , home, or any other gift 
with regard to this matter. 

Will review SYMON* s. records and develop full details 
concerning the cost' of carpeting^ how it was paid for, when 
it was d^Mvered and reason for non-payment or discount if 
such occurred. 



AT NORTH STONINGTON, CONNECTICUT -, After interview w 
if question of . carpeting is not fully resolved, will 
.^^s^e^tjy ascertain through reliable sources whether walla-to- 
/ ^all;:'5.arpeting has been installed in Senator DOBD's hpii^e 
- A^^^^^r 1964. petition for- Pardon Aftear Completion 
df ^^€^c^ u \fas submitted by Senator DODD with letter ■ 
date<f? Jiirie 10 , 1964* ;F In even^ci^p^ting has been- installed , - 

sdOrCe from which obtained- and all circumstances 
surrounding procurement including verification of payment. 



. yagH^NGTpN FIELD OFFICE >■■ 
■ ■ — ^ ■ 

: V-^'\ is^ WASHINGTON, D.C . Vill conduct all logical 
i n ve s t i gatiop * 



-. Although specific leads have been enumerated 
herein, , they should not be considered to encompass .the 
full investigation requested by the Department. Each office 
should carefully review the material submitted and cover 
or set forth for other offices all logical investigative 
leads , • ' 
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SUBJECT: The Congressional Record' 



<&«fc *mm& -Cite*!*** f^&ipiiesi, ,; mitm 

art fat* iac i** Mta* s*mi^ t* ^ &ft&t i^ss^ a* njvJsta 
^ *«ww*i? c*a«*i r.^*ft&£;i ^ m* s asm* zmmm mmm^m^^ 
a -sa*a% atot»t ^r^rs*^ staKta**, a* tmmmm, 

4>.f as.** te&zmm m&z *. stutter, *r i«r taat rant* w& tm&m t 

mtrnt' *&to* im^ i a^^ra**** mm few*** 

*>*«lt8S* if aa* ^ fei* «9M W* ti* tf&f «*£ **a*l «ftiWS»safcs« 4g«ac£*ft 
3j^?ai#, ~ • * 'tmm i** M:w •as ft* atatitit stfaffcstag vr*i»*»«kti^l®« is* 



NOT BEOORDBD 

o7 WAY 18 1S66 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in SKuuWiate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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uric rmaffcit nart t «* in wo w*y f«^ct^w% ao? s^afcfef t» cmfelaai * 
*\&am$m to m» e«m* vm to* to* **«&* p&tee *smk* sw&ar, ipmssosss ^ 
. feifij, l Mto poiUio* t**t «** &:<afc*r as m* m* to writs* asmeS* 

?& orttttai io pm<tmt *t|$t* i* i&te Sod? ** ****** t* offcle * f*U «*£ Mr 
opportaaity t» **i tfcfc rttonS a* tr*i£bt m sesgtra t* *s*lt&r f** vtotefe h% to 
4;ri«ii**& * : .^r» r-.t«w» 4* reft***** to. Is* i»¥^fi$»f£» tss* *e«rtU8* m 

*«cm*&ML Sto £OM**if<i 0p«$s **$c*t« Styles «3*i (to 
*al«a .':«j»aiW*» &tm to Wi^ tftw*g* to SftQtfty **! tint taw mzm to fefe 
« larias**? mztm m m ?*H 4t to* aittc* *§<* to wnnstmm *m t*r 

^cation a» t* tf&tf&E* or not <*ft*ut dtt*a«Bt» *MM* *ar» ^*^*fttiS8ai 
fkmtssla* ***tdil«* -fswii©* flaw*, 3«itte6<£r. ImM* 

.vr* atttwl f -li»^«tc-^sti« tm m *vifotsi tmm* «C gtHre*t%iftae* £* tor***!* 

sav«*fi4»tto»» m4 vm 'm^ttytm* iR«u*iteliJ w*i**rs m * ^o*Ml««* to fe:*u^ to 
Ite mi* &m immM&t4 by fBi *g eato, f «^»t» «»« ^i»cmjt3te£:i 

•co«ai»fciiK-e If5ii *»r -«t»r *«c.»*e^ «t «*i«iPMte-.t «ai «WUit* S««Uta - * - « 5I« 
pate i» a»i mwt < timmtm iMm ti my mmmmm tik^rujs, 
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In the original^a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Hecord or / y ' ; y £ £ 

was reviewed and pertinent items were 
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portion^ of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in.appro^t^Yecg^g^subject matter files. ■ 

ff ' "7. 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT 




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MX* 19*62" EDItlbN 
GSA GEN. DEC. NO. 27 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

Mr. DeLoach P/' 



4* 



date: May 3, 1966 



Tolson — 
DeLoach - 

Mohr 

Wick 

Casper — 
Callahan . 
Conrad . 
Felt . 
Gale . 



flGale 



A. Rose 




0 



SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



1 - Mr. DeLoach 

1 - Mr. Rosen 

1 - Mr. Malley 

1 - Mr. Walters 

1 - Mr. Frankenfield 

1 - Mr. Wick 



Sullivan — 

Tavel 

Trotter . 

Tele. Room 

Holmes . 

Gandy 




This is to advise that our Washington Field Office 
(WFO) has requested authority to interview Attorney General 
Katzenbach in connection with a possible contact Dodd reportedly 
had with the Attorney General concerning Dodd f s efforts to 
obtain a Presidential pardon for one Phillip Levine who had 
been convicted of income tax evasion. Recommended that 
Attorney General Katzenbach not be interviewed at this time; 
however, WFO be instructed to interview Reed Cozart, Pardon 
Attorney, Department of Justice, and review the Department's 
files concerning Levine* 

By memorandum of 4/27/66, the Criminal Division 
requested a full investigation into a fourth phase of 
possible Conflict of Interest on the part of Senator Dodd. 
This phase relates to allegations that Dodd, at the request 
of Sydney Symon (a New London, Connecticut, furniture 
dealer), contacted the Department several times to assist in 
obtaining a Presidential pardon for Phillip Levine (a close 
friend of Symon 1 s who had been convicted of income tax 
evasion). Drew Pearson's column in the "Washington Post ,f 
newspaper of 4/22/66 alleged that Symon gave Dodd free 
wall-to-wall carpeting for his homeR£(J^ gj 

WFO has determined that Dodd submitted a Petition 
for Pardon for Levine on 6/10/64 to Reed Cozart, Pardon 
Attorney, Department of Justice. In addition, it is indicated 
that one of Dodd's aides suggested to him on 1/15/65 that it 
might be a good time to personally contact Acting Attorney 
General Katzenbach so that Katzenbach would know of Dodd's 
interest in the Levine matter. Thereafter, by letter dated 
2/5/65, Dodd advised Katzenbach that the Levine petition had 
been filed the prior year and that Dodd felt the Pardon 
Attorney had available information which made the Levine 
case wor/thy of favorable consideration. In view of the 
foregoing, WFO has requested Bureau author i ty^fe^ tet^rview 3 
Attorney General Katzenbach. 

CONTINUED - OVER ■ - = ' 
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Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach 
RE: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



RECOMMENDATIONS: 



(1) That WFO not interview Attorney General 
Katzenbach at this time since we have no proof that Dodd 
personally contacted the Attorney General in this matter. 



(2) That WFO be instructed to interview Reed 
Cozart, Pardon Attorney, Department of Justice, for his 
knowledge of Dodd's efforts to obtain the pardon for 
Levine and that WFO thoroughly review the Department's 
files concerning the Levine matter. 



(3) Results of the foregoing inquiries will, 
thereafter, be reviewed for determination and appropriate 
recommendations concerning whether a letter should be directed 
to the Attorney General or whether he ^uid be personally 
contacted in this matter. v 



